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Chairman’s Opening Statement 

Mr. Culberson [presiding]. The House Appropriations Sub- 
committee on Military Construction, the V.A. will come to order. 

It is a real privilege to be here this morning with our Service 
Chiefs. 

We are honored to have you here, gentlemen. Thank you for your 
service to the nation. 

We are of course here this morning for an overview hearing on 
the Department of Defense fiscal year 2013 budget request for mili- 
tary construction — family housing — and we look forward to your 
testimony. I know there is a lot of questions and I will welcome an 
opportunity for my friend, Mr. Bishop to make any brief statement 
he would like to, and then we will move right in to the testimony, 
because I know we all have many questions for you. 

Thank you. 


Ranking Member’s Opening Statement 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

I, too, would like to welcome this distinguished panel. I look for- 
ward to discussing the fiscal year 2013 MILCON budget in detail 
this morning. 

First I would like thank all of you for your continued service to 
our nation. You are truly deserving of our affection and our sup- 
port. 

As you all know, Congress passed a bipartisan basis the Budget 
Control Act which reduced the defense spending by nearly $0.5 tril- 
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lion dollars over 10 years. The Department responded with a new 
strategy and a new program to meet our nation’s security chal- 
lenges and to preserve our military capabilities. 

On our first glance, the budget numbers are low and I have some 
concerns about the numbers. 

Mr. Chairman, another item that concerns me is BRAC. As you 
know, the Administration has called for two more BRAC rounds. 
And in my view, before we consider another round of BRAC, they 
probably should take a hard look at further reductions and bases 
that can be made overseas. 

For example, in Europe while the Department has announced the 
removal of two of the four combat brigades, even after the brigades 
are withdrawn, there will still be over 70,000 U.S. military per- 
sonnel deployed in Europe. I think that finding further reductions 
and consolidations in our overseas force should probably be our 
first priority before another BRAC round on top of the round we 
just completed in September. 

Don’t take this as me saying I don’t support overseas MILCON 
because I do support the strategic goals of a U.S. regional military 
posture that will be able to quickly address threats around the 
world. For example, I support the realignment of the Marines in 
Okinawa but I believe this realignment should avoid excessive 
costs that are associated with a large and elaborate new base. 

The announcement last month that the United States and Japan 
are reconsidering elements of the plan is welcome news but I be- 
lieve that we should still proceed with caution to make sure that 
the move is done in an efficient manner and that it doesn’t com- 
promise readiness. 

There are some other challenges of course. There is a strong bi- 
partisan determination on the subcommittee, though. We have to 
do all that we can to make sure that our military has everything 
that it needs. 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for indulging my longer than usual 
statement, but I know that you share my concern when it comes 
to defense of our nation, and I want to make sure we get it right, 
and I look forward to the witnesses explanation of the process that 
each service went through when developing the budgets. 

And I yield back. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, very much. 

Georgia and Texas are definitely on the same page there. And I 
want to make sure to — if I could, welcome the gentleman from 
Florida, our distinguished Chairman; the former Chairman of the 
full committee and Chairman of the Defense Subcommittee, Bill 
Young — for any opening statement you would like to make. 

Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Young. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. The only open- 
ing statement I would make is that it is great to have these great 
military leaders here and we know that actually our country is in 
good shape with the leadership that they have already expressed 
over the years. 

We are concerned about the drawdown in the forces. We are con- 
cerned about, frankly, the budget request. On defense, we are not 
used to having to cut so much. And if you remember last year, for 
fiscal year 2011 and fiscal year 2012, which we did both last year, 
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we actually ended up with about a $39 billion reduction below the 
president’s budget. We did our very best to do that without affect- 
ing readiness, and I think we did and without affecting the sol- 
diers. 

So anyway we are anxious to hear what you have to say and I 
know you are going to be comparing the force drawdown and the 
requirement for military construction to accommodate those 
changes. 

So we are looking forward to your testimony. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Culberson. Mr. Chairman, it is a privilege to have each and 
every one of you here with us today. I share the concerns that have 
been expressed by the other members and I will delve into that 
when I get into my questions. But of course we welcome your open- 
ing statements. 

We want to be sure to recognize our witnesses and introduce 
them. 

The Honorable Robert Hale is Under Secretary for Defense Serv- 
ices Controller for the Pentagon and chief financial officer of the 
Department of Defense. 

We are delighted to have you today here with us, sir. 

General Raymond Odierno, who is Chief of Staff for the United 
States Army — what a privilege to have you here, sir; and thank you 
for your service. 

We are also privileged to have with us Admiral Jonathan 
Greenert, Chief of Naval Operations. 

Glad to have you here, sir, and thank you also for your service. 

General Joseph F. Dunford is Assistant Commandant of the Ma- 
rine Corps — here, on behalf of General Amos — we want him to 
know our prayers are with him and his family, and hope he recov- 
ers quickly from his surgery. And we thank you for being here 
today, sir, and for your service. 

I also recognize General Norton Schwartz, Chief of Staff, United 
States Air Force. 

Thank you, sir, for your service and we look forward to your tes- 
timony. 

We have, if we could — would invite you to summarize your testi- 
mony and we may have votes called in a few minutes and we will 
go as long as we can then take a brief break to go take care of the 
votes and come right back. So we are just delighted to have you 
here and I think the protocol is I will ask Mr. Hale to go first. 

Thank you very much sir. 

Opening Statement 

Mr. Hale. Now is this one? Now we are on. 

Good; all right. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, thank you for the op- 
portunity to discuss our military construction and family housing 
budget request and let me thank all of you for your continued sup- 
port of our men and women in uniform and the civilians who sup- 
port them. 

I submitted a statement for the record. I will summarize it brief- 
ly. The Budget Control Act reduced defense funding for FY’s 2013 
through 2017 by a total of $259 billion compared to last year’s plan. 
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After these changes we are requesting $525.4 billion in discre- 
tionary budget authority for fiscal 2013 to adjust for inflation; that 
is down 2.5 percent; the third consecutive year of real decline. 

As we accommodated these reductions we were guided by a new 
defense strategy and three related principles. I will briefly discuss 
the strategy and principles of focus on where they most affected 
military construction. 

We will accommodate reduced defense spending in part through 
better discipline or more disciplined use of our resources, in order 
to stretch our defense dollars. 

Among the changes is a substantial rephasing of military con- 
struction; pushing of projects off until we know the nature and lo- 
cation of force cuts; we will also seek administrative savings in 
other ways to reduce base support costs. 

Our new defense strategy provides additional opportunities for 
savings. We are planning for a smaller, leaner force with ground 
forces no longer sized for prolonged stability operations such as we 
conducted in Iraq. We will reduce the end strength by a little more 
than 100,000 over the next 5 years for active duty mostly in our 
ground forces and that lead to a number of reductions in force 
structure. 

Another strategic goal involves rebalancing our forces toward the 
Asia Pacific and Middle East regions. This will involve increasing 
our presence in areas including Singapore and Australia, moves 
that will eventually have effects on military construction. 

We are also planning investments in high priority initiatives and 
some judicious cutbacks in weapons systems, not heavily military 
construction related so I won’t discuss them in detail. We will con- 
tinue to support the all-volunteer force, we have proposed to slow 
the growth in selected components of military pay and benefits. So 
what does all this mean for our request that is before this sub- 
committee? For 2013, we are requesting $11.2 billion for military 
construction and family housing. 

That includes $9.1 billion for construction, and a half billion to 
pay continued BRAC expenses, which is mainly for environmental 
cleanup and the rest of the request is for family housing. I would 
like to draw your attention to some selected issues that I think will 
be of some interest to the subcommittee. Between 2012 and 2013, 
as I said, we will re-phase military construction, pushing off 
projects until we know more about the nature and location of force 
structure cuts. 

As a result, military construction is down sharply, between 17 
and 63 percent depending on the department between fiscal 2012 
and 2013. The exception to these reductions is the defense wide 
military construction accounts. 

That amount grows by about 6 percent between 2012 and 2013. 
Among other things, this reflects support for high priority improve- 
ments in hospitals and DOD dependent schools. We also request 
new BRAC authority for 2103 and 2015. We want that in tandem 
with our efforts to reduce our overseas infrastructure, which are 
ongoing and we will be glad to talk with you about them. 

Given the nature of planned force cuts, we know we need to con- 
solidate our domestic infrastructure. We have stood up an internal 
working group to plan for BRAC 2013. 
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And while we recognize the political difficulty in providing new 
BRAC authority, we ask your support. We are also working to for- 
mulate a new plan to relocate Marines from Okinawa to Guam in 
a manner consistent with our larger Asia-Pacific strategy. The new 
plan will maintain support for the Futenma Relocation Facility, but 
it will delink that facility from the moves of the Marines from Oki- 
nawa. 

We plan now to move fewer than 5,000 Marines to Guam. We are 
currently discussing the details with the government of Japan and 
will continue to consult with Congress as we work toward a new 
plan. Other initiatives in the Asia Pacific area include forward de- 
ployment of Littoral Combat Ships in Singapore and the rotational 
presence of U.S. Marines and Air Force personnel in Australia. We 
are still working details for Singapore, but placeholder funds for 
that deployment are included in the Future Years Defense Program 
(FYDP) 

No Military Construction (MILCON) funding is currently 
planned for the U.S. rotational presence in Australia, but we will 
continue environmental studies and facility assessments and at 
some point MILCON may be required. 

Lastly, we recently announced reductions in U.S. troops sta- 
tioned in Europe and Army headquarters, two heavy brigades, an 
attack air squadron, an air control squadron and a number of 
enablers. Despite these changes, the United States will maintain a 
strong presence in Europe with greater emphasis on joint exercises 
and training. 

But the changes will lead to reductions in our overseas infra- 
structure and, as I say, we will do them in tandem with the domes- 
tic changes. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, we think this overall budget, in- 
cluding our military construction and family housing request is 
prudent; it balances the needs of our Armed Forces with the na- 
tion’s economic situation and I request your support for our pro- 
posals. That concludes my statement. After the chiefs have com- 
pleted theirs, we welcome your questions. 

[The information follows:] 
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Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity to 
discuss the Military Construction and Family Housing portion of the 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget for the Department of Defense. 

As always, your support is essential if America’s all-volunteer force is to have the 
infrastructure and facilities needed to ensure our national security and to carry out its 
missions around the world. 

To put the Military Construction and Family Housing requests into context, I will 
begin with a brief summary of the President’s Budget for the entire Department - with a 
focus on the portions of the Defense budget that most affect Military Construction and 
Family Housing. Then I will highlight a few key financial issues related to facilities. My 
colleagues from the Services will provide further discussion of their Service programs. 

Base Budget and OCO Requests 

Mr. Chairman, the Department’s request for FY 2013 seeks $525.4 billion in 
discretionary budget authority. Adjusted for inflation, that is a reduction of 2.5 percent, 
the third consecutive year of real decline in the Defense budget. In the years beyond 
FY 2013, the budget will grow modestly, enough to keep up with inflation and in some 
years a bit more. 

In addition, for Overseas Contingency Operations, we are asking for $88.5 billion 
in Fiscal 2013, a reduction of $26.6 billion below the fiscal enacted amount of $115.1 
billion in FY 2012. This proposed budget reflects the withdrawal of combat troops from 
Iraq last December, as well as savings due to operational progress in Afghanistan and 
the beginning of the transition to Afghan responsibility for their security. 

Our overall budget is consistent with the provisions of Title I of the Budget 
Control Act of 201 1 . However, our request does not assume the sequestration 
specified in Title III. If enacted, the President's budget would provide a basis for halting 
sequestration, while ensuring the maintenance of a strong national defense. 

To reach the base funding requested in this budget, and to be consistent with the 
Budget Control Act of 2011, we reduced defense funding for FY 2013-2017 by a total of 
$259 billion compared to last year’s plan. Our budget reductions were shaped by a new 
strategy for defense and by three key principles related to that strategy: 

• More disciplined use of resources, 

• Reductions in forces and investment consistent with the strategy, 

• Support for the All-Volunteer Force but also a review of military 
compensation. 

We achieved $60 billion in savings - about one quarter of the total required 
reduction - through more disciplined use of Defense resources. Our proposals include 
reducing expenses in the Office of the Secretary of Defense and the Defense Agencies, 
continued efforts to cut back on IT expenses, and improved buying practices. Of 
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particular interest to this Subcommittee, we rephased Military Construction projects in 
view of planned force structure cuts. 

Our new national security strategy provides additional opportunities for savings 
through force structure reductions. By the end of FY 2017, the Army will eliminate a 
minimum of eight brigade combat teams, the Marines will disestablish six battalions and 
four tactical air squadrons, the Air Force will eliminate seven tactical air squadrons and 
a number of mobility aircraft, and the Navy will retire nine ships. 

In short, we are planning for a force that is smaller and leaner, with ground forces 
that are no longer sized for large, prolonged stability operations. We are reducing 
Active Duty end strength by 102,400 between the end of FY 2012 and the end of FY 
2017. These reductions mostly affect ground forces. The new five-year budget plan 
calls for an end strength reduction of about 72,000 Army soldiers and about 20,000 
Marines by FY 2017. This will result in an Army of 490,000 soldiers and a Marine Corps 
of 182,100 Marines. Reductions in the Navy and Air Force will be substantially smaller. 
We will also reduce end strength in the Reserve Components by 21 ,500 by FY 2017, 
resulting in a total Reserve force of 825,600, with Navy Reserve and Air Force National 
Guard Components experiencing the greatest Reserve force reductions. 

These reductions in force structure require that we consolidate our infrastructure. 
We are, therefore, asking Congress to authorize two new rounds of the Base 
Realignment and Closure (BRAC) program, one in FY 2013 and the other in FY 2015. 

The Department’s shift to a smaller, leaner force increases the need to ensure 
that our forces are ready and agile. That puts an emphasis on Special Operations 
forces, which are increasing in size. We will also maintain the current size of our 
bomber and carrier forces, which can essentially self-deploy. Readiness concerns led 
us to increase our Operation and Maintenance budget, which will increase by six 
percent in our request even as our overall budget falls by one percent. 

Another goal is to rebalance our forces towards the Asia-Pacific and Middle East 
regions. Of particular interest to this Subcommittee, we have made a commitment to 
enhance U.S. military presence in Australia on a rotational basis and are discussing 
options to improve security cooperation with the Philippines. We will also forward 
deploy a number of Littoral Combat Ships in Singapore and three patrol craft in Bahrain. 
Since we do not expect to fight alone, our FY 2013 budget continues to invest in strong 
alliances. 

We must plan for other investments in high-priority initiatives. That does not 
mean that we will spend as much as we planned last year, but investments will be 
substantial even in these difficult times. Specifically, we will invest substantially in our 
Special Operations forces, unmanned aerial systems, and cyber security. 

At the same time, we are making judicious reductions in key weapons where 
those cuts are consistent with our new strategy and good management. Compared with 
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last year’s plans, we are reducing funding by $15.1 billion over the next five years for 
the Joint Strike Fighter, and we are cutting shipbuilding by $13.1 billion with an 
emphasis on cutbacks in support ships. We will terminate six weapons programs 
including the Global Hawk Block 30 program - a program that is no longer cost effective 
as a replacement for the U-2 aircraft. Instead we will extend the life of U-2 planes. 

Turning to the All-Volunteer Force (AVF), we will continue to support many 
programs - family support, health care, and others - that nurture the AVF. At the same 
time, we cannot ignore the growth in military pay and benefits - up almost 90 percent 
since 2001 (about 30 percent more than inflation) while net end strength grew only 
3 percent. 

Obviously, we need a military compensation system that is commensurate with 
the stress in military life. That means we cannot simply copy the civilian system. We 
have to be sure that we have a system that allows us to attract and retain the people we 
need. And we are committed to ensuring that no one’s pay is cut. 

However, we found it necessary to slow growth in pay and benefits to avoid 
overly large cuts in force structure and modernization. We are proposing changes that 
will save about $30 billion over the Future Years Defense Plan (FYDP) or slightly more 
than 10 percent of our $259 billion savings target. 

Our budget for FY 201 3 includes a pay raise for the military that is consistent with 
the Employment Cost Index (ECI). We will propose a raise in 2014 that is consistent 
with the ECI but, in later years, we will propose raises that are lower in order to control 
personnel costs. Restricting changes to future years will provide Service Members and 
their families with time to plan. Adjustments to pay raises will lead to savings of $16.5 
billion over the FYDP. 

For military healthcare, we are proposing increases in TRICARE Prime 
enrollment fees, using a tiered approach with higher fees for higher-ranking retirees 
earning greater retired pay and lower increases for more-junior retirees earning lower 
retired pay. That’s for Prime, the HMO version of TRICARE. For TRICARE 
Standard/Extra, which are the fee-for-service options, we will ask Congress to enact a 
new enrollment fee and higher deductibles. We will also ask for a new enrollment fee in 
the TRICARE for Life program - for retirees 65 and over - again using a tiered 
approach. And we will continue to increase pharmacy co-pays, aimed at encouraging 
people to order by mail and to use generic-brand prescriptions. Medically retired 
members, their families, and survivors of members deceased while on Active Duty 
would be exempt from these benefit adjustments. 

We are also asking Congress to set up a Military Retirement Modernization 
Commission that will have the time and staff to look at this complicated area of military 
compensation and to make recommendations. We envision a process much like those 
followed by past BRAC commissions. The Administration believes in full grandfathering 
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to protect the benefits for current retirees and those serving in the military at the time of 
enactment. 

Military Construction and Family Housing 

The Military Construction and Family Housing portion of this Budget supports the 
various objectives I just noted. For FY 2013, we are asking for $11.2 billion for Military 
Construction and Family Housing. 

Of the $11.2 billion requested, $9.1 billion is for Military Construction. This 
request will provide operational and training facilities and supporting infrastructure. It 
also continues to recapitalize aging facilities - beginning with those with the greatest 
needs - and to modernize DoD facilities to support the U,S. military and their families, 
including dependent schools, dorms and barracks, and medical facilities. 

The FY 2013 budget includes $0.5 billion for BRAC-related environmental clean- 
up and caretaker costs and $1.7 billion for construction, operation, and maintenance of 
government-owned family housing worldwide. This investment will help to provide and 
maintain quality, affordable housing for U S. military personnel and their families 
stationed in locations lacking adequate, affordable rental housing. 

Selected Issues 

I would like to complete my testimony by saying a few words from the 
Comptroller’s standpoint about several specific Military Construction issues. 

This budget rephases Military Construction funding for each of the Military 
Departments. As a result, between FY 2012 and FY 2013, Military Construction funding 
has been reduced by about 25 percent to 45 percent, depending on the Military 
Department. We must determine what bases and installations will experience force 
structure reductions and avoid unneeded Military Construction projects at those 
facilities. The only exception to this rephasing is in the Defense-wide Military 
Construction accounts. They grow by about 6 percent, reflecting support for high- 
priority improvements in hospitals and DoD dependents’ schools. 

As I mentioned earlier, the Department seeks two new rounds of BRAC in 
FY 2013 and FY 2015 in order to reduce excess infrastructure. The change in force 
structure and fiscal constraints make it imperative for the Department to close and 
realign unnecessary military installations, and we can only do this effectively using 
BRAC authority. An internal working group is refining the Department’s goals for BRAC 
and deciding how to manage our preparation for BRAC 2013. 

Another issue involves the relocation of Marines from Okinawa to Guam. 
Consistent with the DoD strategic goal of rebalancing our global posture, Guam remains 
an essential part of our larger Asia-Pacific strategy. The United States and Japan have 
begun official discussions to adjust our current posture plans. This includes reviewing 
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the unit composition and number of Marines who will relocate to Guam and delinking 
progress on the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF) from the relocation of Marines to 
Guam. However, both countries remain committed to the construction of the FRF. We 
will continue to consult with Congress as these discussions progress. Pending further 
definition of our plan, the FY 2013 budget request includes $51 million for construction 
of a parking ramp on Andersen Air Force Base and continued planning and design 
efforts. 


Other initiatives in the Asia-Pacific area include the rotational presence of U.S. 
Marines and Air Force personnel in Australia and forward deployment of Littoral Combat 
Ships in Singapore. Neither involves infrastructure funding in FY 2013. Funds for the 
deployment to Singapore are programmed in the FYDP. While no funding request is 
planned in the FYDP for the U.S. rotational presence in Australia, we will continue 
planning efforts such as environmental studies and facility assessments. 

Lastly, we recently announced changes in U.S. troops stationed in Europe. 

These include inactivation of force structure associated with the Army’s V Corps 
headquarters and two Heavy Brigades, an A-10 aircraft squadron, an Air Control 
squadron, and various enablers. These changes notwithstanding, the U.S. will maintain 
a strong presence in Europe to support our Article 5 commitments and meet the full 
range of 21 s1 century challenges. There will be a greater emphasis on joint exercises 
and training to enhance interoperability for coalition operations, as well as new 
capabilities such as missile defense. 


Conclusion 

in conclusion, I believe that the FY 2013 Budget is prudent, given the needs of 
the Armed Forces and the Nation’s economic situation. The budget supports a 
reasonable and responsible Military Construction and Family Housing program. I 
request your support. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, thank you for your strong 
support of the men and women of the Department of Defense. That concludes my 
statement. After the Service Chiefs complete their statements, we welcome your 
questions. 


-END- 
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Mr. Culberson. Thank you very much Mr. Hale. 
And I am privileged to recognize General Odierno. 
Thank you, Sir. 


Opening Statement 

General Odierno. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Ranking Member Bishop, and the 
rest of the members of the committee. It is an honor to be here in 
front of you today. 

The Army today continues to be a truly globally engaged army 
with currently 95,000 soldiers deployed and another 96,000 soldiers 
forward stationed around the world as we sit here today. 

By the end of fiscal year 2017, as you know, we will have de- 
creased our end strength in the active component from 570,000 to 
490,000. We will decrease the National Guard from 358,000 to 
353,000; and our Army Reserve from 206,000 to 205,000. 

It is imperative for us that we sustain a gradual ramp as we go 
through this in order to take care of our soldiers, to continue to 
provide forces necessary to finish the mission in Afghanistan and 
facilitate reversibility based on the great uncertainty that we face 
around the world today. End strength above 490,000 is strictly 
funded through OCO, and must be sustained to help mitigate the 
risks, as I just outlined, as we continue our operations in Afghani- 
stan. 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION OVERVIEW 

In fiscal year 2013, military construction is a 32 percent reduc- 
tion from fiscal year 2012 budget request, and includes 103 projects 
worth about $3.6 billion. 

Comparatively, we have reduced the overseas military construc- 
tion by 56 percent from the fiscal year 2012 budget request. These 
reductions, both domestically and overseas, have caused financially 
prudent project deferrals. 

But despite these reductions, we continue to put a heavy empha- 
sis on funding critical infrastructure, sustainment, restoration and 
modernization of our failing facilities. And we have budgeted 90 
percent of the requirement over this budget. 

We are currently conducting our Total Army Analysis, which en- 
ables us to get into the specifics of how we will reorganize our 
army and balance it between combat, combat support, combat serv- 
ice support, as well as balancing structure between the active com- 
ponent and the reserve component. 

As we did budget, we did not assume a future BRAC with this 
budget submission. However, we fully support the need for a future 
BRAC. Regarding BRAC 2005, 101 out of the 102 obligations were 
certified and we will continue to monitor all residuals to ensure we 
attain 100 percent closure. The BRAC gave us a one-time savings 
of $4.8 billion and a net annual savings of $1 billion. 

DOMESTIC MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (WEST POINT BARRACKS & 

ARLINGTON) 

Our domestic military construction funding request includes 
those with the most critical need. The request contains 47 projects 
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in 16 states. Our largest project is $192 million construction of a 
new cadet barracks at West Point. The last construction of bar- 
racks at West Point was in 1965. 

The clear need for this is based on the fact that we now have 18 
percent of the Corps cadets who are female and we have not fig- 
ured that as we built our barracks. We need to expand our bar- 
racks in order to have the appropriate capability to support the fe- 
males that are now part of the Corps of Cadets. 

Additionally, the budget includes funding for Arlington National 
Cemetery expansion. This includes $84 million for the millennium 
project, capital improvements and expansion and $19 million for 
the planning and design for additional expansion of Arlington Na- 
tional Cemetery. 

There will be a gradual increase in overall percentage of military 
construction funds for the National Guard and Army Reserves. Our 
current request will fund 37 projects in 26 states. 

OVERSEAS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (EUROPE & KOREA) 

In Europe, we will reduce the amount of forces, as was already 
pointed out, and implement rotational forces for training combined 
readiness exercises with our allies. 

I believe this will serve as a future model, using a tailorable ap- 
proach with regionally aligned forces and prepositioned stocks in 
order to meet our requirements with our allies and partners 
around the world. Since 2006 in Europe, we have closed approxi- 
mately 100 sites with real property value of more than $9 billion. 

From now through 2015, the Army identified another 23 sites for 
disposal and turnover. Further reductions and consolidations will 
come with the inactivation of the two brigade combat teams and 
other enablers from Europe in fiscal year 2013 and 2014. 

There are significant savings and cost avoidance associated with 
divesting these facilities. Consolidation efforts alone at Weisbaden 
will yield $112 million in annual savings. 

LANDSTUHL HOSPITAL 

Though OSD is the final approval authority, Secretary McHugh 
and I strongly support the funding for replacement of the 
Landstuhl Hospital. 

This is because it supports critical casualty care for injured per- 
sonnel throughout three combatant commands in the Middle East, 
Africa and Europe, and has served so for many, many years. And 
it is important that we sustain this incredibly important facility. 

FACILITY 

In the Asia Pacific, the Korean government will be funding $10.8 
billion for the Yongsan relocation plan and land-partnership plan 
for our consolidation efforts. In comparison, this budget contains 
only one battalion headquarters project for Korea at the cost of $45 
million. To further save, we must reduce the costs of running our 
installations. Since 2003, we have reduced our installation energy 
consumption by 14 percent despite increasing population by over 20 
percent. We will continue to evaluate all energy investment oppor- 
tunities to include all net zero initiatives and renewable power in 
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a vetted cost-benefit analysis to determine long term benefits and 
cost savings. For example, we have and continue to expand meter- 
ing programs on all of our installations. 

I would like to leave you with one last thought. Sequestration is 
not in the best interest of our national security. The impact to the 
Army could be an additional 100,000 in cuts to our end strength 
on top of the already 80,000 that we are taking now. This would 
result in severe reductions in the National Guard, the Army Re- 
serves as well as additional reductions in the active component and 
will significantly decrease what the Army can do for the joint force. 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, thank you so much 
for allowing us to testify today and I look forward to your ques- 
tions. 

Thank you. 

[The information follows:] 
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member Bishop, and distinguished Members of 
the Committee, it’s an honor to be here in front of you today. I also want to thank you 
for your unconditional support and guidance to our Soldiers, Civilians and Families. We 
are truly a globally engaged Army in 150 countries around the world, with over 95,000 
Soldiers deployed and another 96,000 Soldiers forward stationed, conducting a broad 
range of missions. 

By the end of fiscal year 2017, we will decrease our end-strength from 570,000 to 
490,000 in the Active Army; from 358,000 to 353,500 in the Army National Guard; and 
from 206,000 to 205,000 in the Army Reserves. It is imperative for us to sustain a 
gradual ramp over the next six years that will allow us to take care of our Soldiers, 
continue to provide forces for Afghanistan, and facilitate reversibility, if necessary. End- 
strength above 490,000 is funded strictly through overseas contingency operations 
funding and must be sustained to help mitigate risk as we continue current operations in 
Afghanistan and simultaneously reset for the future. 

Our submitted fiscal year 2013 military construction budget is a 32% reduction from 
the fiscal year 2012 budget request and includes 103 projects for $3.6 billion. 
Comparably, we have reduced the overseas military construction by 56% from the fiscal 
year 2012 budget request. These reductions, both domestically and overseas, have 
caused financially prudent project deferrals. Despite these reductions, this request will 
maintain funding for 90% of our critical infrastructure sustainment, restoration and 
modernization of failing facilities. 

We are currently in the process of conducting a comprehensive Total Army 
Analysis, which will determine the appropriate size and posture of our Army as we 
change. We will maximize the use of existing facilities while minimizing military 
construction in planning and executing the stationing of Army organizations, commands, 
and agencies. 

We did not assume a future BRAC with our budget submission although we fully 
support the need for a future BRAC. Regarding BRAC 2005, 101 of the 102 obligations 
were certified, and we will continue to monitor all residuals to ensure we attain 100% 
closure. This BRAC gave us a one-time savings of $4.8B and a net annual savings of 
I1.0B. 

Our domestic military construction funding request includes those with the most 
critical need. This request contains 47 projects in 16 states. Our largest project is $192 
million construction of a new Cadet barracks at West Point. The last construction of 
barracks for West Point was 1 965, when the Corps of Cadets was all male. Among 
other requirements, this project will allow for new barracks space and renovation to 
appropriately accommodate the women in the Corps of Cadets. I note that women 
comprise 18% of the Corps and this is the first barracks construction since their 
admittance in 1976. 

Additionally, this budget includes funding for Arlington National Cemetery 
expansion. This includes $84M for the “Millennium” Project capital improvements and 
expansion, and $19M for the planning and design of additional expansion. 


- 1 - 
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There will be a gradual increase in the overall percentage of military construction 
funds for the National Guard and Army Reserves. Our current request will fund 37 
projects in 26 states/territories, which includes two priorities at North Hyde Park and the 
access control point to Fort Hunter Liggett. 

In Europe, we will reduce the amount of forces forward stationed and implement 
rotational forces for training and combined readiness exercises with our allies. This will 
serve as a future model, using a tailorable approach with regionally aligned forces and 
pre-positioned stocks. Since 2006 in Europe, we have closed approximately 100 sites 
with real property value of more than $9 billion. From now through 2015, the Army 
identified another 23 sites for disposal and turn-over. Further reductions and 
consolidations will come with the inactivation of two brigade combat teams and other 
enablers from Europe in fiscal year 2013 and fiscal year 2014. There are significant 
savings and cost avoidances associated with divesting facilities. Consolidation efforts 
alone at Wiesbaden will yield $112 million in annual savings. 

Though OSD is the final approval authority, the Secretary and I strongly support the 
funding for replacement of the Landstuhl hospital to support critical casualty care for 
injured personnel throughout three combatant commands in the Middle East, Africa and 
Europe. 

In the Asia-Pacific, the Korean government will be funding $10.8 billion for the 
Yongsan Relocation Plan and Land Partnership Plan for our consolidation efforts. In 
comparison, this budget only contains one Battalion Headquarters project for Korea at 
the cost of $45 million. 

To further save, we must reduce the cost of running installations. Since 2003, we 
have reduced our installation energy consumption by 14% despite increasing personnel 
by 20%, but we must do more. We will continue to evaluate all energy investment 
opportunities, to include all Net Zero initiatives and renewable power, in a vetted cost 
benefit analysis to determine long-term benefits and cost savings. For example, we 
have and continue to expand metering programs on our installations. 

I’d like to leave you with one last thought - Sequestration is not in the best interest 
of our national security. The impact to the Army could be an additional 100,000 in cuts 
to end strength, on top of the 80,000 we are already reducing. This would result in 
severe reductions in the National Guard and Army Reserves in addition to the Active 
Component, and will significantly decrease what the Army can do for the Joint Force. 

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee: Thank you again for the opportunity to 
speak here today. This committee affords our All-Volunteer Army to be the most 
decisive land force in the world, and we could not do it without the support of Congress. 
The strength of our Nation is our Army. The strength of our Army is our Soldiers. The 
strength of our Soldiers is our Families. This is what makes us Army Strong! 

I look forward to your questions. 


- 2 - 
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Mr. Culberson. Thank you very much, General. We have about 
9 minutes remaining in this vote. Perhaps when we get down to 
about 5 or 4, we are just going to have to adjourn. We will go vote, 
catch the beginning of the next vote, and come right back. There 
are two votes scheduled. 

I am sorry. Oh, there are three votes scheduled. Okay; very good. 

Let me, if I could, recognize briefly, if there is — how much time 
have we got? 

Okay. 

Admiral Greenert, if we could, sir, ask you to summarize — we 
will get into the details during the questioning. Thank you, sir, for 
being with us. 


Opening Statement 

Admiral Greenert. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and Chairman 
Culberson, Ranking Member Bishop, distinguished members of the 
committee, it is my honor to appear before you for the first time 
to discuss the Navy’s budget submission. Because of the dedication 
of over 625,000 active and reserve Sailors and civilians and their 
families, the Navy and our primary joint partner, the Marine 
Corps, remain a vital part of our national security. 

I am honored to lead and serve in the Navy in these challenging 
times, and I thank the committee again for your continued support. 
This morning, I would like to summarize my enduring tenets and 
the priorities and how they shaped our budget submission. 

Today our Navy is the world’s preeminent maritime force. Our 
global fleet operates forward from U.S. bases and partner nations, 
I call places, around the world to deter aggression, respond to cri- 
ses and when called upon, to win our nation’s wars. 

If you refer to the chart that I have provided there in front of 
you, you can see that on any given day, we have about 50,000 Sail- 
ors and 145 ships under way with about a hundred of those ships 
that are underway deployed overseas. These ships and Sailors 
allow us to influence events abroad because they ensure access to 
what I will refer to as the maritime crossroads. 

These are areas where shipping lanes and our security interests 
tend to intersect. These crossroads are indicated by sort of orange 
bowties, if you will, on the chartlet. We can remain forward in 
these areas because of the facilities abroad and the support from 
nearby allies and partners. 

Now when I assumed the watch about 6 months ago as CNO, I 
established three key principles for our decision making. 

I call them tenets — and to me, they are my clear, unambiguous 
direction for our Navy leadership as they deal with challenges — 
and they are war fighting first; operate forward; and be ready. 

Now “war fighting first” means the Navy must be ready to fight 
and prevail today while building the ability to win tomorrow. This 
is our primary mission and all of our efforts must be grounded in 
this fundamental responsibility. 

Our 2013 budget submission makes deliberate targeted invest- 
ments in facilities and programs assured so that our Sailors and 
their ships, aircraft and equipment can maintain war fighting ca- 
pability. 
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“Operate forward” — that means we will provide the nation an off- 
shore option to deter, influence and win in an area of — in an era 
of uncertainty. Our ability to operate forward depends on U.S. 
bases and host nation places overseas where we can rest, repair, 
refuel and resupply as necessary. 

Our 2013 budget submission funds these facilities to support for- 
ward deployed naval forces, destroyers in Rota, Spain and mine 
sweepers and patrol craft in Bahrain. Additionally, funding sup- 
ports command and control and logistics in Djibouti and Diego Gar- 
cia and in Souda Bay, Greece. 

“Be ready” — that means we will harness the teamwork, the tal- 
ent and the imagination of a diverse force to be ready to fight and 
responsibly use our resources. This is more than maintenance, 
parts and supplies. Being ready also means supporting our Navy 
families, providing training facilities and ensuring adequate hous- 
ing. 

Following the tenets to meet defense strategic guidance, we built 
our 2013 budget submission on three main investment priorities. 
Number one: we will remain ready to meet our current challenges 
today. I am committed to fund that base operating support and fa- 
cilities, sustainment and modernization. 

Our 2103 budget submission funds port operations, flight line op- 
erations, safety programs, public works and facility upkeep. 

Priority two: we will build a relevant and capable future force. 
In addition to supporting my tenet of operating forward, our 2013 
budget submission invests in facilities to support new platforms 
and systems such as the broad area maritime surveillance un- 
manned air systems, called BAMS, Aegis combat-system upgrades, 
the EA-18G Growler and the MH-60 helicopter. 

And priority three: we will enable and support our Sailors, civil- 
ians and their families. We have a professional and moral obliga- 
tion to lead, train, equip and motivate them. And our budget sub- 
missions support the family and professional readiness of our Sail- 
ors and civilians. 

We are funding construction, restoration and sustainment of our 
homes and barracks. We are also funding programs to address 
operational stress, support our families and eliminate the use of 
synthetic drugs such as Spice and aggressively prevent suicides 
and sexual assaults. 

In closing, your Navy will continue to be critical to our nation’s 
security and prosperity by assuring access to the global commons 
and being at the front line of our nation’s efforts in war and in 
peace. 

I assure the committee and the Congress and the American peo- 
ple that we will be focused on war fighting first, we will be oper- 
ating forward and we will be ready. 

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman and the committee and those 
that sit behind you; your helpful staff members. They have been 
great support for us through the years. Thank you for your contin- 
ued support. 

[The information follows:] 
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Chairman Culberson, Representative Bishop, and distinguished members of the 
committee, I am honored to appear before you to submit my first budget as Chief of Naval 
Operations. 1 appreciate this opportunity to testify about our Navy’s shore infrastructure, which 
enables our operational and combat readiness and is essential to the quality of life of our more 
than 625,000 active and reserve Sailors and Civilians, as well as their families. Thanks to them 
and to your continued support, the Navy-Marine Corps team remains vital to our national 
security and economic prosperity. Operating globally at the front line of our nation’s efforts in 
war and peace, our Fleet protects the interconnected systems of trade, information, and security 
that underpin our own economy and those of our friends and allies. Our Navy and Marine Corps 
are the first responders to international crises through combat operations or humanitarian 
assistance. And after U.S. ground forces have drawn down in the Middle East, the naval services 
will remain on watch with offshore options to deter aggression and — when necessary — fight and 
win on, over, and under the sea. Despite the economic and military challenges facing our nation, 
your Navy will evolve and adapt to fight and win our nation’s wars, remain forward, and be 
ready. We will continue to provide the necessary shore infrastructure to support our Fleet 
operations, increase combat capabilities, ensure readiness and enable and support our Sailors, 
Navy Civilians and their families. I appreciate your continued support and look forward to 
working together in pursuing our national security objectives. 

Our Navy today is global, operating forward from U.S. bases and international “places” 
around the world. From these “places” we continue to support and operate with allies and 
partners who face a range of challenges, from piracy and terrorism to aggressive neighbors and 
natural disasters. “Places,” from Guantanamo Bay to Singapore, enable us to remain present or 
have access to the world’s strategic maritime crossroads - areas where shipping lanes, energy 
resources, information networks and security interests intersect. On any given day over the last 
year, more than 50,000 Sailors were underway or deployed on 145 ships and submarines, 100 of 
them deployed overseas (see Figure 1). They were joined by more than 125 land-based patrol 
aircraft and helicopters, 1 ,000 information dominance personnel, and over 4,000 Naval 
Expeditionary Combat Command Sailors on the ground and in the littorals, building the ability 
of partners to protect their people, resources and territory. 
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Establishing first principles 

These are challenging and dynamic times for the U.S. military services and the U.S, 
national security enterprise. We need to remain focused on our enduring principles and 
contributions that hold true regardless of funding, force structure size or day-to-day world 
events. Upon taking office as Chief of Naval Operations, 1 established these first principles for 
Navy leaders to follow in my “Sailing Directions.” 

1 believe historical and current events demonstrate that the Navy is most effective and 
best able to support our national security objectives when Fleet leaders and Sailors are focused 
on three tenets: 

• Warfighting first 

• Operate forward 

» Be ready 

1 incorporated these tenets into “Sailing Directions.” Similar to their nautical counterpart, my 
directions describe in general terms where the Navy needs to go in the next 10-15 years, and the 
approach we will take to get there. We applied “Sailing Directions” to the final decisions we 
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made in building our FY2013 budget submission and I believe they are consistent with the 
Defense Strategic Guidance that emerged from our collaborative efforts with the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Secretary of Defense and the President. I am in the process of drafting a 
“Navigation Plan” to define our course and speed now that our defense strategy is established 
and our budget request submitted. 

Mv guidance for the Navy and what we believe 

We use these three tenets - Warfighting First, Operate Forward, and Be Ready - as 
“lenses” through which we view each decision. 

Warfighting First. The Navy must be ready to fight and win today, while building the 
ability to win tomorrow. This is our primary mission and all our efforts from the “wardroom to 
the boardroom” must be grounded in this fundamental responsibility. Our FY2013 budget 
submission makes deliberate, targeted investments in facilities and programs ashore so our 
Sailors and their ships, aircraft and equipment can be forward where they are needed and ready 
for warfighting when they are needed. 

Operating Forward. W'e provide the nation offshore options to deter, influence and win 
in an era of uncertainty. Our Navy is at its best when it is forward, assuring allies and building 
partnerships, deterring aggression without escalation, defusing threats without fanfare, and 
containing conflict without regional disruption. We keep the Fleet forward through a 
combination of rotational deployments from the United States, Forward Deployed Naval Forces 
(FDNF) in Japan, Guam and Italy, and forward stationing ships in places such as Bahrain or 
Diego Garcia. Our ability to operate forward depends on our U.S. bases and strategic 
partnerships overseas that provide “places” where the Navy-Marine Corps team can rest, repair, 
refuel and resupply. Our FY2013 budget submission supports several initiatives to establish our 
forward posture including placing FDNF destroyers in Rota, Spain, and forward stationing 
Littoral Combat Ships (LCS) in Singapore and Patrol Coastal ships (PC) in Bahrain. In the 
FDNF construct, the ships, crews and families all reside in the host nation. This is in contrast to 
forward stationing, where the ship’s families reside in the United States and the crew rotates to 
the ship’s overseas location for deployment. W'e will rely on both of these basing constructs and 
the "places" that support them to remain forward without increases to the Fleet’s size. I request 
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you support funding for these initiatives so our Navy- Marine Corps team can continue delivering 
the rapid response our nation requires of us. 

Be Ready. We will harness the teamwork, talent and imagination of our diverse force to 
be ready to fight and responsibly use our resources. Ready Sailors and Civilians - personally and 
professionally - remain the source of the Navy’s warfighting capability. Our FY2013 budget 
submission supports our Navy families, provides training and maintenance facilities for Sailors, 
and enables the forward operations that are inherent to operational readiness. 

PB13 shaped by three main priorities of the C.NO 

The Budget Control Act of 201 1 placed new constraints on our budget, which required 
hard choices and prioritization to address. 1 applied our tenets to my three main priorities as we 
built our FY2013 budget submission to make these choices and support the new defense strategic 
guidance. 

Priority 1: Remain ready to meet current challenges, today 

The Navy’s shore infrastructure - both in the United States and overseas - keeps our fleet 
ready to deter aggression, respond to crises, and win our nation's wars. Our U.S. and overseas 
facilities are critical to our ability to operate forward and our FY2013 budget submission 
emphasizes ship and air operations and family and Sailor readiness. 

1 remain committed to current Fleet operations through a combination of Base Operating 
Support (BOS) and Facilities Sustainment, Restoration, and Modernization (FSRM) funding. 
Within BOS, our FY2013 budget submission funds port and flight line operations, safety 
programs, public works, and facility upkeep. To maximize the impact of our BOS funding, we 
continue to pursue and realize more cost effective ways of providing base support functions. 

Our FY 2013 budget submission increases FY13 FSRM funding by $138 million 
compared to the level planned for FY2013 in PB12. We continue to target these investments 
toward facilities directly supporting operations, such as airfields, hangars, piers, and barracks. 
This includes our Naval Shipyards, an integral part of the Navy’s shore infrastructure and critical 
contributors to fleet readiness. We continue to sustain and recapitalize our shipyards within 
today's fiscally constrained environment, with a focus on mission-critical facilities such as 
production shops, piers, wharves, and dry docks. 
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To maximize our support for warfighting readiness and capabilities, our FY2013 budget 
submission continues our FY2012 decision to not fully fund facilities sustainment overall. We 
minimized the impacts of this decision by fully funding sustainment of our flagship educational 
institutions, applying the majority of our increased FSRM funding toward restoration and 
modernization, and prioritizing projects at facilities with the lowest quality rating first. To 
support warfighting readiness, we complement our FSRM funding with military construction. 

I remain committed to improving our readiness by reducing our dependence on 
vulnerable supplies of energy and maximizing our energy efficiency. To complement our efforts 
at operational energy efficiency at sea, our FY20 1 3 budget submission continues Navy’s 
investments in shore energy initiatives to increase our energy security, meet legal mandates and 
make progress toward Navy energy goals. We reduced our energy use ashore by more than 14 
percent since 2003. We will continue to invest in energy-efficient building upgrades and cost- 
effective renewable systems; install advanced meters and energy management systems; procure 
alternative fuel vehicles; achieve sustainable building standards; and transform our energy 
culture and behavior for long-term sustainability. 

Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) helped us align our infrastructure with 
operational needs, enhance our Joint contributions, and reduce excess and underutilized 
infrastructure. We met our BRAC 2005 legal obligations by the statutory deadline and expect to 
complete the full relocation of Navy organizations from leased facilities in the National Capital 
Region to Department of Defense-owned space in spring 2012. Our FY201 3 budget submission 
funds ongoing environmental restoration, caretaking, and property disposal at BRAC 2005 and 
prior-round BRAC installations. 

1 believe BRAC enables the Navy to prioritize readiness over capacity to meet today’s 
challenges, a key tenet of the new defense strategic guidance. Consolidating facilities and 
divesting excess infrastructure allows us to reduce our footprint ashore and lower our 
sustainment requirements and total ownership costs. I fully support future BRAC rounds to 
improve alignment of our shore footprint with our force structure. 
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Priority 2: Build a relevant and capable future force 

Our Navy will remain the world’s preeminent maritime force and our infrastructure 
ashore is a critical component of our ability to operate forward. The future of our shore 
infrastructure is funded through our FY2013 MILCON budget submission, which focuses on: 

• Enhancing our forward presence and support to Combatant Commanders overseas 

• Supporting new mission and new system requirements including Aegis Ashore, the 
Broad Area Maritime Surveillance (BAMS) Unmanned Aircraft System, Littoral 
Combat Ship (LCS) and the new Ford-class carrier 

• Ensuring Nuclear Weapons Security 

• Supporting our Sailors, Civilians and their families through housing and quality of 
life projects 

Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission requests $1 billion for 30 projects, planning & 
design, and unspecified minor construction. We continue to benefit from lower construction 
prices and have reduced the overall cost of our projects to reflect current market conditions. To 
reduce the total ownership cost of sustaining and operating our infrastructure ashore, we continue 
to recapitalize and consolidate our existing facilities where possible instead of new construction. 

Our Navy is at its best and is best able to support our national interests when it operates 
forward. Our FY2013 budget submission includes 14 overseas MILCON projects to improve the 
ability of our forces to remain forward by providing facilities where they can rest, repair, refuel 
and resupply. The new defense strategic guidance directs a rebalancing of U.S. focus toward the 
Pacific, reflected in our FY2013 budget submission with funding for barracks in Okinawa. The 
strategic guidance also states we will sustain our presence in the Middle East. Our FY2013 
MILCON budget submission funds transient quarters and a dining facility in Bahrain to support 
our Sailors forward deployed on PCs, minesweepers, P-3 Orion aircraft and at our command, 
control and communications centers ashore. These facilities will help maintain those forces 
forward where they can deter Iranian aggression, cooperate with our Gulf partners, and support 
our ground troops in Afghanistan. 

Djibouti is critical to our ongoing counter-terror and counter-piracy operations around the 
Horn of Africa, including the Gulf of Aden and Red Sea. Our FY2013 MILCON budget 
submission funds an operations center, containerized living and work units, and cold storage at 
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Camp Lemonier to improve Djibouti’s ability to support our forces operating forward and 
conducting the missions needed by Combatant Commanders. In the Indian Ocean, our FY2013 
MILCON budget submission funds infrastructure to support our operations in Diego Garcia, an 
important forward location where our guided missile submarines (SSGN) conduct their crew- 
exchanges and our fleet receives voyage repair and logistic support. 

In Europe, our move of four destroyers to an FDNF status in Rota, Spain exemplifies the 
tenet of operating forward. Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission includes essential facilities 
to support these forward deployed forces. Since it takes 5 ships to support each one on station, 
this investment also supports our sustained presence in the Middle East and increased focus on 
the Asia-Pacific by freeing up six destroyers which would otherwise be needed for rotational 
ballistic missile defense (BMD) deployments from the United States. Our FY2013 MILCON 
budget submission funds facilities for Aegis Ashore in Romania, a critical element of the 
European Phased Adaptive Approach that will eventually support European BMD from shore. 
Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission also funds aircraft aprons and ammunition and 
logistics support facilities in Souda Bay, Greece to allow the Naval Support Activity there to 
sustain our forces forward in the Eastern Mediterranean and Middle East. 

Worldwide, our new BAMS unmanned surveillance system will greatly expand the reach 
and persistence of our surveillance systems. Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission includes 
investments to allow BAMS to be based at key locations overseas where, in cooperation with 
partners, it can monitor the strategic maritime crossroads. 

Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission includes nine projects for operation, training, 
and maintenance of new platforms and systems being introduced to the fleet. Projects totaling 
about $1 70 million support initial operations and training for BAMS, LCS, EA-1 8G Growler 
aircraft, MH-60S Seahawk helicopter, and the Gerald R. Ford-Class aircraft carrier. Our FY201 3 
Military Construction (MILCON) budget submission also includes almost $50 million to 
construct training and testing facilities for new surface ship combat systems including future 
variants of the Aegis system. 

We will always place the highest priority on the security of our nuclear weapons. Our 
FY2013 MILCON budget submission includes the second increment of funding for construction 
of a second Explosive Handling Wharf for our strategic weapons on the West Coast. This new 
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facility, located at Naval Base Kitsap in Bangor, Washington, will sustain our Trident D5 
strategic weapons system in the Pacific and enhance critical nuclear weapons surety. 

Priority 3: Enable and support our Sailors, Navy Civilians and their families 

Today’s active and reserve Sailors and Navy Civilians are the most highly trained, 
motivated and educated force we have ever employed. Our people are the source of our 
warfighting capability and our FY2013 budget submission continues the investments needed to 
ably lead, equip, train and motivate them. In particular, our submission emphasizes investments 
to ensure the family readiness of our Sailors and Civilians, to complement their professional 
readiness and the material readiness of their ships and aircraft. 

Housing 

Quality housing significantly impacts Sailor retention, productivity, and individual and 
mission readiness. We continue to make progress in our housing program and provide safe, 
affordable, and comfortable housing for our Sailors and their families. 

We are pursuing a three-part housing strategy. First, we make every effort to house our 
Sailors in the local community. Second, absent adequate suitable community housing, we partner 
with the private sector to provide quality housing through Public/Private Ventures (PPV). Third, 
in those areas where community and PPV housing are insufficient we rely on MILCON funding 
to build bachelor and overseas family housing. 

We are steadily improving the condition of our family housing units. I am committed to 
meeting the Secretary of Defense’s goal of achieving an “adequate” rating on 90 percent of our 
family housing inventory and we are on track to do so by 2017. Our FY 2013 budget submission 
funds family housing construction, improvements, planning, and design in addition to operation 
and maintenance of our approximately 10,000 Navy-owned and 3,000 leased homes. 

For unaccompanied Sailors, our top priority is providing accommodations by 2016 for 
each junior unaccompanied Sailor while his or her ship is in homeport as part of our “Homeport 
Ashore” program. Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission includes barracks construction at 
Naval Base Coronado as part of this program. Our next priority is to achieve an “adequate” 
rating for 90 percent of our barracks. Our FY2013 budget submission includes $195 million of 
FSRM funding to improve the condition of these bachelor housing facilities workdwide. 
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Quality of Life and Sailor and Family Readiness programs 

Out personnel programs deliver a high return on investment in the readiness of our 
Sailors and Civilians. Our FY2013 MILCON budget submission includes construction of a 
physical fitness facility at Naval Support Activity South Potomac and a dining facility at Naval 
Air Station Meridian to maximize the productivity of our Sailors. We fully funded programs to 
address operational stress, support families, prevent suicides, eliminate the use of synthetic drugs 
like Spice, and aggressively reduce the number of sexual assaults. I view each of these 
challenges as safety and readiness concerns that can be just as damaging to our warfighting 
capability as operational accidents and mishaps. 

Our Fleet and Family Support Centers offer deployment support, relocation and transition 
assistance, personal financial management, life skills education, new parent support, family 
employment, sexual assault prevention and response (SAPR) services, and child/domestic abuse 
prevention and response services. Our FY2013 budget submission increases funding for spousal 
and post-deployment counseling and provides more case counselors and NCIS agents for SAPR. 
Our active ombudsmen program helps connect Sailors and their families with their commands 
and these support services. 

Our wounded warriors remain a top priority. Our FY2013 budget submission fully funds 
programs that support the mental, emotional and financial well-being of our returning warriors 
and their families. Our Safe Harbor program has expanded and improved the scope of non- 
medical care to the wounded, ill or injured Sailors and established a Memorandum of Agreement 
with the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) to assist enrollees in the transition from active 
duty to veterans care. In 201 1, Navy completed the global implementation of the Integrated 
Disability Evaluation System (IDES), a joint DoD/VA program designed to eliminate the post- 
separation “benefit gap” for wounded, ill and injured service members. We referred over 5,800 
Sailors and Marines into the IDES, and continue to reduce the time needed to complete the IDES 
process. We remain committed to providing all our Sailors and their families a comprehensive 
continuum of care that addresses medical, physical, and psychological concerns. 

Child Development and Youth Programs 
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We continue to provide high-quality childcare and developmental youth programs for 
Navy children six weeks to 18 years of age. These programs foster family readiness by helping 
Navy families manage the competing demands of work and home. We operate all of our DoD- 
certified and nationally accredited programs in accordance with the Military Child Care Act. We 
recently expanded our childcare facilities by 7000 spaces, and will meet the Secretary of 
Defense's goal of providing for at least 80 percent of potential childcare needs by the end of this 
year. 

Risk in Shore Infrastructure 

In today’s challenging environment, we must balance risk across the Navy to provide the 
most readiness and capability within our fiscal constraints. As a result, our FY2013 budget 
submission carefully accepts risk in certain areas of our shore readiness. We will continue to 
closely monitor the health of our shore facilities and adjust our sustainment models to ensure we 
efficiently employ our shore infrastructure. 

Conclusion 

Thank you for your continued support of our Navy’s shore readiness programs and your 
commitment to our Sailors, Navy Civilians, and their families. Supported by our shore 
infrastructure, the United States Navy will continue to be critical to our nation’s security and 
prosperity by assuring access to the global commons and being at the front line of our nation’s 
efforts in war and peace. I assure the Congress, the American people, and those who would seek 
to do our nation harm that we will focus on warfighting, operating forward, and being ready. 


11 



31 


Mr. Culberson. Admiral, thank you very much. 

If we could, General Dunford, we are going to — and General 
Schwartz — we are going to have to take a brief break; go take care 
of these votes. And we will be right back and resume the hearing 
as soon as the votes are concluded. 

The hearing will stand in recess. We will be right back. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Culberson. The committee will come back to order. 

We finished our votes and would welcome your testimony, Gen- 
eral Dunford. And again, if you would summarize your remarks, 
and we will of course enter your full statement, as with all your 
statements, for the record. 

Thank you, sir. 


Opening Statement 

General Dunford. Chairman Culberson, Ranking Member 
Bishop, members of the committee, thanks for the opportunity to 
represent General Amos and report on the quality of life and the 
military construction priorities in the Marine Corps. 

Right now, more than 24,000 Marines are forward-deployed and 
forward-engaged; 18,000 are in Afghanistan, while others partner 
with our Navy, are globally deployed, projecting influence, deter- 
ring aggression and poised for crisis response. 

As we rebalance and reset for the future we are going to remain 
focused on: recruiting and retaining high quality people; maintain- 
ing high levels of unit readiness; meeting the combatant com- 
manders’ requirements for Marines; and ensuring that we maintain 
appropriate infrastructure investment. While doing that, we will 
keep an eye to the future and properly invest in the capabilities we 
will need to meet tomorrow’s challenges. 

Today, I will specifically address our infrastructure and quality- 
of-life initiatives. Our military construction and family programs 
are vital components of your force in readiness. This fiscal year we 
are proposing a $761 million military construction and family hous- 
ing program. Our priorities are: aviation support facilities, training 
and education facility improvements; and replacement of inad- 
equate and obsolete facilities at our bases and stations. 

This MILCON request accurately accounts for a reduced end- 
strength of 182,100 Marines by the end of fiscal year 2016, and 
represents a reduction of 45 percent from previous years’ submis- 
sions. Over time, we hope to realize additional savings by reducing 
large numbers of temporary facilities currently utilized to support 
our wartime growth to 202,100 Marines. 

As we reorient to the Pacific under the new defense strategic 
guidance, we will engage with the committee on evolving MILCON 
needs. Also, we will continue to rely on the sound stewardship of 
existing facilities and infrastructure to support our needs. In fiscal 
year 2013, we will again program our facilities sustainment fund- 
ing at 90 percent of the DOD facilities sustainment model, an 
amount currently at $653 million. 

Our fiscal year 2013 budget also provides $164 million in oper- 
ations and maintenance funding to continue progress in achieving 
congressionally mandated energy goals by 2015. 
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Finally, our budget reflects our commitment to keep faith with 
our Marines and their families. It includes robust support for our 
wounded, ill and injured Marines, our suicide prevention efforts, 
and our revised transition assistance management program to meet 
the needs of our Marines that are leaving active duty. 

In short, our budget submission provides for the infrastructure 
and quality-of-life programs necessary for us to remain at a high 
state of readiness and properly take care of our Marines and their 
families. 

I thank you for the chance to appear before you today, and I look 
forward to your questions. 

[Clerk’s note. — The following statement was submitted by Gen- 
eral Amos who was unable to testify due to unforeseen cir- 
cumstance. General Dunford testified on his behalf.] 
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The Indomitable Spirit of the U.S. Marine 

Your Marines are Ready Today: We remain a Nation at war. Currently, nearly 20,000 Marines 
are conducting combat operations in Afghanistan. Operation ENDURING FREEDOM (OEF) 
remains our top priority. Having recently returned from visiting Marines and Sailors currently 
deployed throughout Central Command, 1 am pleased to report their professionalism and morale 
remains notably strong. Whether patrolling in Afghanistan or planning at She Pentagon, serving 
on Navy amphibious warships or engaging our partners around the world, the indomitable spirit 
of our greatest asset — the individual Marine — stands ready: ready to safeguard our Nation 's 
liberty, to ensure freedom of the seas and to protect our Nation ’s interests abroad. With your 
assistance, we will continue to resource this National Treasure.. .the U.S. Marine. 

2011 Operational Highlights: During the past year, Marines have conducted counterinsurgency 
operations in Afghanistan, and have responded to a rapid succession of unpredicted political 
upheavals, natural disasters, social unrest, piracy and emerging threats in various unstable areas 
of the world’s littoral regions. 

• Operation ENDURING FREEDOM: We are seeing measurable progress along all 
lines of operation in the Helmand Province: security, reintegration, rule of law, 
governance, development, education and health. Over the past year, violence and the 
level of collateral damage have decreased significantly. Throughout 2012, Marines in 
Regional Command-Southwest [RC(SW)] will continue transitioning to partnership 
training missions as we transfer even greater security responsibility to the maturing 
Afghan National Security Forces; police and army forces in Helmand province have 
progressed in training and capability. There is a strong sense of optimism among our 
forces in Helmand. 

• Operation TOMODACHI: Following a devastating earthquake and tsunami in Japan 
last spring, 3,600 Marines and Sailors from our amphibious forces in the Pacific 
responded within 24 hours notice. They served as the lead element of the Joint Force, 
delivered humanitarian aid (i.e. 500 tons of food and supplies; 2,150,000 gallons of 
water; and 51,000 gallons of fuel), rescued those in danger, provided consequence 
management and facilitated the evacuation of almost 8,000 American citizens. For 
weeks following this disaster. Marine aircrews flew through a radioactive 
environment to save lives, deliver aid and assist the afflicted. 

. Operation UNIFIED PROTECTOR/ODYSSEY DAWN: Amidst a wave of civil 
turmoil spreading across Northern Africa, two amphibious warships with embarked 
Marines sped to the Mediterranean, and took up station off the coast of Libya. The 
26th Marine Expeditionary Unit (MEU), an air-ground-logistics task force, provided 
our Nation’s leaders invaluable decision time that allowed the determination of a way 
ahead and later integration with the Joint Force with the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization to enforce a no-fly zone. Marine Aviation assets were an important 
component of the Joint Force. Short Take-Off and Vertical Landing (STOVL) 
Harriers, operating from USS Kearsarge, conducted the first precision air strikes and 
provided airborne command and control. Our KC-130Js evacuated non-combatant 
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foreign nationals repatriating them to their homeland, and our MV-22B Ospreys 
rescued a downed American aviator using unprecedented operational reach . 1 

• Security Cooperation: In 2011, we supported all six Geographic Combatant 
Commands with task-organized forces of Marines who conducted hundreds of 
security cooperation (SC) activities with the armed forces of more than 75 countries. 
Aligned with Defense Strategic Guidance to “develop innovative, low-cost, and 
small-footprint approaches to achieve our security objectives, relying on exercises, 
rotational presence and advisory capabilities,” our SC missions focus on internal 
defense and participation in coalition operations. 2 

• Embassy Reinforcement: We continue providing security for 154 U.S. Embassies 
and consulates in 137 countries around the world through the Marine Corps Embassy 
Security Group. To augment this mission. Marines from our Fleet Anti-Terrorism 
Security Teams rapidly deployed to reinforce embassies. This past year they 
deployed to protect American lives and property in Bahrain, Egypt and Yemen as 
crisis events unfolded across the Middle East. 

The New Strategic Guidance; How Your Marine Corps is Changing: New strategic guidance 
issued by the President and the Secretary of Defense provides the framework by which the 
Marine Corps will balance the demands of the future security environment with the realities of 
our current budget. The guidance calls for a future force that will “remain capable across the 
spectrum of missions, fully prepared to deter and defeat aggression and to defend the homeland 
and our allies in a complex security environment.” 3 

We have built a quality force that is fully capable of executing its assigned missions. Our 
strategic guidance rightfully focuses our attention on the Pacific and Central Command 
regions. Navy-Marine Corps forward basing, response capabilities and plans are already 
positioned to support that strategy, yet we will remain vigilant and capable to respond on short 
notice in other areas of the world as the Nation requires. Marines continually stand ready to 
contribute decisively to a joint force, and can help provide access for that force wherever needed. 

Though the fiscal choices made over the past year were difficult, we are confident that we are 
managing risk by balancing capacity and capabilities across our forces while maintaining the 
high levels of readiness for which the Nation relies on its Marines. The Corps of today and 
tomorrow will maintain its high standards of training, education, leadership and discipline, while 
contributing vital capabilities to the Joint Force across the spectrum of military operations. The 
emerging strategy revalidates our role as America’s Expeditionary Force in Readiness. Our 
partnership with the Navy enables a forward-deployed and engaged force that shapes, deters, 
responds and projects power well into the future. 


' The MV-22B Osprey rescue of an American combat aviator on March 22, 201 1 was conducted within 95 minutes over a distance of 300 nautical miles {from launch aboard amphibious 
shipping to recovery of pilot and then back to shipping). 

2 Sustaining U.S Global Leadership: Priorities far list Century Defense January 2012 pg 3. 

’ Sustaining U.S. Global Leadership: Priorities for 21st Century Defense Fact Sheet January 5, 2012 pg 2. 
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During our force structure assessment, we cross-checked recommendations against approved 
DoD Operations and Contingency Plans, and incorporated lessons learned from 10 years of 
combat. The resulting force structure decisions to support the new strategy are: 

• Reduced the end strength of the active component of the Marine Corps from 202, 1 00 
beginning this fiscal year to 182,100 by the end of FY16. 

• Designed a force with capabilities optimized for forward-presence, engagement and 
rapid crisis response. 

• Funded readiness levels required for immediate deployment and crisis response. 

• Properly re-shaped organizations, capabilities and capacities to increase aggregate 
utility and flexibility across the range of military operations; also enhancing support 
provided to U.S. Special Operations and Cyber Commands. 

• Properly balanced critical capabilities and enablers across our air-ground-logistics 
task forces, ensuring that identified low density/ high demand assets became right 
density/ high demand assets. 

• Incorporated the lessons learned from 10 years of war — in particular, the 
requirements to field a force that is manned, trained and equipped to conduct 
distributed operations. 

• Created an operational reserve component capability without any reductions in 
reserve force structure. 

• Designed the force for more closely integrated operations with our Navy, special 
operations and inter-agency partners. 

Throughout this period of adjustment, we will “keep faith with our Marines, Sailors and their 
families.” Our approach to caring for them is based on our recognition and appreciation for their 
unwavering loyalty and unfailing service through a decade of combat operations. This strong 
commitment will not change. 

Maintaining a High State of Readiness: The Navy and Marine Corps Team is the Nation’s 
resource for mitigating risk. Given likely future operations set forth in the Defense Strategic 
Guidance ranging from defeating rogue actors to responding to natural disasters, the Nation can 
afford and should invest in the small premium it pays for high readiness levels within Us naval 
amphibious forces. Because our Nation cannot afford to hold the entire Joint Force at such high 
rates of readiness, it has historically ensured that Marines remain ready; and has used us often 
to plug gaps, buy time for decision makers, ensure access or respond when and where needed. 

In order for the Marine Corps to achieve institutional readiness for crisis and contingency 
response, we must maintain balance in the following five pillars: 

• High Quality People ( Recruiting and retaining high quality people plays a hey role 
in maintaining our high state of readiness): Recruiting quality youth ultimately 
translates into higher performance, reduced attrition, increased retention and 
improved readiness for the operating forces. By retaining the highest quality people. 
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the Marine Corps will continue to achieve success in today’s dynamic environment 
and meet the challenges posed to our Nation. We will not lower our standards. 

• Unit Readiness ( Maintaining readiness of the operating forces, including 
appropriate operations and maintenance funding to train to core missions and 
maintain equipment): The Marine Corps deploys units at high levels of readiness for 
assigned missions. We source our best trained, most ready forces to meet Geographic 
Combatant Commander requirements. One hundred percent of deployed units report 
the highest levels of readiness for their assigned mission. We will be ready to deploy 
on a moment’s notice. 

• Capacity versus Requirements ( Force-sizing to meet Geographic Combatant 
Commander requirements with the right mix of capacity and capability): The 
Marine Corps must maintain a force that meets our ongoing operational requirements 
to include our commitment to OEF, our rotational presence abroad, our many security 
cooperation and engagement activities, along with anticipated missions as we reorient 
to the Pacific. 

• Infrastructure Sustainment ( Investing in real property, maintenance and 
infrastructure): We must adequately resource the sustainment of our bases and 
stations to maintain our physical infrastructure and the means to train and deploy our 
forces. As resources become more constrained, we will become even better stewards 
of our installations to maintain our facilities for the next generation of Marines. 

• Equipment Modernization ( Ensuring ground and aviation equipment matches the 
needs of the emerging security environment): As we explore options to adjust to 
changing fiscal realities, there is a clear imperative for our Corps to reset portions of 
our legacy equipment used in OEF and Operation IRAQI FREEDOM while we 
modernize what we must to guarantee our dominance and relevance against future 
threats. 

FY13 Budget Highlights 

The Frugal Force: The Marine Corps is fully aware of the fiscal challenges facing our Nation 
and has critically examined and streamlined our force needs for the future. We continually strive 
to be good stewards of the public trust by maintaining the very best financial management 
practices. The Marine Corps has undergone an independent audit in FY10, and our FY1 1 audit 
is still ongoing. We plan to pursue an independent audit again for FY12, and fully expect an 
audit opinion for FY1 1 and FY12. To date, we are the only service to undertake such 
independent scrutiny. By the end of 2012, we will complete initial service wide implementation 
of our Enterprise Resource Planning System-Global Combat Support System-Marine Corps 
(GCSS-MC), GCSS-MC will significantly improve our inventory accountability and contribute 
to clean audit requirements. We are proud of our reputation for frugality, and remain one of the 
best values for the defense dollar. 
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We have four major accounts governing our operations: Investment, Operations & Maintenance, 
MILCON & Family Housing and Manpower. These are our priorities: 

• Investment 

o Enhancing programs vital to our ground combat elements 

- Light Armored Vehicles (LAV), High Mobility Artillery Rocket System 
(HIMARS), Small Tactical Unmanned Aerial System (STUAS) 

o Maintaining the same investment levels in other enabling programs 

- Ground Aviation Task Oriented Radar (G/ATOR), Next Generation 
Enterprise Network (NGEN), Command and Control Situational 
Awareness (C2/SA) 

o Fully funding critical research and development efforts 

- Joint Light Tactical Vehicle (JLTV), Amphibious Combat Vehicle (ACV) 
o Sustaining other ground and tactical vehicles until their replacements can be 

procured 

- High Mobility Multi-Purpose Wheeled Vehicle (HMMWV) and 
Amphibious Assault Vehicle (AAV) 

o Procuring full programs of record critical to aviation modernization 

- F-35B, H-l Upgrades, MV-22B, KC-1 30J, CH-53K 

• Operations & Maintenance 

o Fully funding our education, training and readiness accounts 
o Resourcing civilian work force at FY10 end-of-year levels 
o Enhancing support of Marine Special Operations Command (MARSOC) and 
Marine Forces Cyber Command (MARFORCYBER) 
o Providing continued support to family readiness and Wounded Warrior programs 
o Supporting transition from the Navy Marine Corps Intranet to NGEN 
o Maintaining energy mandates 

• Military Construction and Family Housing 

o Maintaining facility sustainment at 90 percent of required funding 
o Increasing facilities demolition funds 
o Preserving essential MILCON funding 

- Aviation: Joint Strike Fighter, MV-22B Osprey 

- Ground: Marine Corps Security Forces, Marine Corps University 

o Preserving environmental restoration funding, family housing operations & 
construction 

• Manpower 

o Reducing end strength from 202,100 Marines to 182,100 Marines by the end of 
FY16 in a responsible and measured way to keep faith with all who have served 
o Realigning force structure across the entire Marine Corps 
o Maintaining our Reserve Component at 39,600 Marines 

During these times of constrained resources, we remain committed to refining operations, 
identifying efficiencies, and reinvesting savings to conserve scarce public funds. We have met 
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or exceeded all DoD efficiency measures to date. This fiscal year, we are seeking $30.8 billion 
($23.9 billion baseline + $6.9 billion Overseas Contingency Operations) to fund our operations, 
provide quality resources for our Marines, Sailors and their families, conduct reset of equipment 
worn from more than 1 0 years at war and posture our forces for the future. Marines account for 
only 8. 2 percent 4 of the total Department of Defense (DoD) budget. With that, oar Nation gains 
the ability to respond to unexpected crises, from humanitarian assistance and disaster relief 
efforts to non combatant evacuation operations, to counter-piracy operations, to full-scale 
combat. When the Nation pays the “sticker price ” for its Marines, it buys the ability to remain 
forward deployed and forward engaged, to reinforce alliances and build partner capacity. 

The Role of Marines in the Future Security Environment 

The Future Security Environment: The rapidly evolving events of the past year alone indicate 
a new constant. Competition for resources; natural disasters; social unrest; hostile cyber 
activity, violent extremism (criminal, terrorist, religious); regional conflict; proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction and advanced weaponry in the hands of the irresponsible are 
becoming all too common. Marine Corps intelligence estimates rightfully point out that “more 
than half of the world’s population lives in fragile states, vulnerable to ruinous economic, 
ideological, and environmental stresses. In these unstable regions, ever-present local instability 
and crises will erupt, prompting U.S. responses in the form of humanitarian assistance and 
disaster relief operations, actions to curtail piracy, stability operations and the rescue and 
evacuation of U.S. citizens and diplomats.”’ These and other sources of stress are challenging 
industrialized nations just as they do emerging and failed ones. Further increased fragility of the 
global systems impacts both international markets and our Nation’s economic stability. These 
challenges are harbingers of potential crisis around the world, and more specifically for naval 
forces in the littoral regions. 

History has shown that crises usually come with little or no warning; stemming from the same 
conditions of uncertainty, complexity and chaos we observe across the world today. Regardless 
of the financial pressures placed on governments and markets today, crises requiring military 
intervention undoubtedly will continue tomorrow. In this environment, physical presence and 
readiness matter significantly. Since the 1990’s, America has been reducing its foreign basing 
and presence, bringing forces back home. This trend is not likely to change in the face of the 
strategic and budget realities we currently face. There remains an enduring requirement to 
balance presence with cost. In the past, the Nation has chosen to depend on the Navy and 
Marine Corps to provide a lean and economical force of an expeditionary nature, operating 
forward and in close proximity to potential trouble spots. Investing in naval forces that can 
respond to a wide range of crisis situations, creates options and decision space for our Nation’s 
leaders, and protects our citizens and interests is a prudent measure in today’s world. 

The Navy & Marine Corps Team: Partnered with the United States Navy in a state of persistent 
forward presence aboard amphibious warships, your United States Navy and Marine Corps 
Team remains the most economical, agile and ready force immediately available to deter 
aggression and respond to crises. Such a flexible and multi-capable force that maintains high 


4 This percentage is based on the enacted FY-12 Defense budget authorization and is slightly larger than the 7.8 percent sum cited in the past. This percentage includes S3 billion in FY-12 
funding for amphibious warship new construction as well as Navy funding for chaplains, medical personnel, amphibious warships (operations and maintenance) and Marine Corps aircraft. 
s Five Year Forecast: 20 J 2-20 1 7 Assessment of International Challenges and Opporhmities That May Affect Marine Expeditionary Forces January 2012, pg {. 
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readiness levels can mitigate risk, satisfy the standing strategic need for crisis response and, 
when necessary, spearhead entry and access for the Joint Force. More than 60 years ago and 
arising out of the lessons learned from the Korean War, the 82nd Congress envisioned the need 
for a force that “is highly mobile, always at a high state of combat readiness. ..in a position to 
hold a full-scale aggression at bay while the American Nation mobilizes its vast defense 
machinery.” 4 * 6 This statement continues to describe your Navy and Marine Corps Team today. It 
is these qualities that allow your Marine Corps to protect our Nation’s interests, reassure our 
allies and demonstrate America’s resolve. 

Reorienting to the Pacific: As our security strategy looks increasingly toward the Pacific, 
forward deployed naval forces will become increasingly vital. The “geographic realities” of the 
Pacific theater demand naval responsiveness. The genesis of the amphibious and power 
projection capabilities of the Navy and Marine Corps traces back more than 70 years to 
operations in the Pacific — where today key terrain and strategic chokepoints are separated by 
large expanses of ocean. The Pacific theater is where 30 percent of the world’s population and 
the same percentage of our primary trading partners reside; where five major defense treaties are 
focused; 7 where 50 percent of the world’s megacities are situated; and where natural disasters 
over the past decade have required the greatest attention from the international community. 8 
The geography of the Pacific has not changed, though our tactics and operations continually 
evolve with the changing character and lethality of modem warfare. Approximately 24,000 
Marines already in the Pacific conduct an ambitious, annual training cycle of more than 80 
exercises, engagements and initiatives, in addition to the crises we respond to such as Operation 
TOMODACHI in Japan last year. 

Forward presence involves a combination of land and sea-based naval forces. Our enduring 
bases and presence have served U.S. National Security interests well for decades. Our rotational 
presence in locations such as Japan, Korea, Australia, the Philippines, Thailand and Singapore 
reassures our allies and partners. Sea-basing, the act of using amphibious warships with support 
from maritime prepositioned ships with various types of connectors, is uniquely suited to provide 
the Geographic Combatant Commander with the flexibility to deploy forces anywhere in the 
Pacific region without having to rely on multiple bases ashore or imposing our presence on a 
sovereign nation. Sea-basing enables forward deployed presence at an affordable cost. 
Forward-deployed naval forces serve as a deterrent and provide a flexible, agile response 
capability for crises or contingencies. Maritime prepositioning offers the ability to rapidly 
support and sustain Marine forces in the Pacific during training, exercises, or emerging crises, 
and delivers the full range of logistical support those forces require. 

A Middleweight Force from the Sea: As a "middleweight force, " Marines do not seek to 
supplant any Service or “ own ” any domain. Rather, Marine forces operate in a “lane” that 
passes through all domains — land, sea, air, space and cyber — operating capably and freely 
throughout the spectrum of threats, whether they be conventional, hybrid, irregular or the 
uncertain areas where they overlap. Whereas other forces are optimized for a particular mission 


4 Committee Report accompanying S. 677 & H R. 666 of 30 June 1951 

’ Philippines-U.S. Mutual Defense Treaty (1951); Australia, New Zealand, U.S. (ANZUS) Treaty; U.S. Alliance with South Korea (1954); Thailand (Manila Pact ofl954); U.S. Japan Security 

Treaty (I960) 

'According to the United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific, during the period 2001 to 2010 in the Asia-Pacific region over 200 million people per year were 

affected by natural disasters. This total amounts to 95 percent of the total people affected by natural disasters annually Approximately 70,000 people per year were killed due to natural disasters 
(65 percent of the world’s total that died of such causes). An average of $35 billion of economic damage occurred per year to the region due to natural disasters. 
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and domain, the Marine Corps is optimized for rapid deployment, versatile employment, and 
self-sustainment via Marine Air-Ground Task Forces (MAGTF), which are balanced, combined- 
arms formations under a single commander. All MAGTFs consist of four core elements: a 
Command Element, Ground Combat Element, Aviation Combat Element, and Logistics Combat 
Element. MAGTFs are scalable in size and capability. 

Bridging a seam in our Nation’s defense between heavy conventional and special operations 
forces (SOF), the United States Marine Corps is light enough to arrive rapidly at the scene of a 
crisis, but heavy enough to carry the day and sustain itself upon arrival. The Marine Corps is not 
designed to be a second land army. That said, throughout the history of our Nation, its Marines 
have been called to support sustained operations from time to time. We are proud of our ability 
to contribute to land campaigns when required by leveraging and rapidly aggregating our 
capabilities and capacities. Primarily though, the Corps is a critical portion of our integrated 
naval forces and designed to project power ashore from the sea. This capability does not 
currently reside in any other Service; a capability that has been called upon time and again to 
deter aggression and to respond quickly to threatening situations with appropriate military action. 

Marine Corps and SOF roles are complementary, not redundant. Special Forces contribute to the 
counter-insurgency and counter-terrorism demands of the Geographic Combatant Commanders 
in numerous and specialized ways, but they are not a substitute for conventional forces and they 
do not have a broader range of capabilities and sustainability. SOF lack the organic logistic 
capability and capacity to execute a non-combatant operation, serve as a “fire brigade” in a crisis 
or conduct combined amphibious and airborne assaults against a competent enemy. 

Middleweight naval forces, trained in combined arms warfare and knowledgeable in the art of 
maneuver warfare from the sea, are ideally trained and prepared for these types of operations. 

The Littorals: The United States remains a maritime nation that relies heavily on the oceans and 
waterways of the world for the free exchange of ideas and trade. The maritime commons are 
where 95 percent of the world’s commerce flows, where more than 42,000 commercial ships are 
under way daily, where most of the world’s digital information flows via undersea cables, and 
where half the world's oil travels through seven strategic chokepoints. To secure our way of life 
and ensure uninterrupted freedom of navigation, we must retain the ability to operate 
simultaneously and seamlessly while at sea, ashore, from the sea, in the air and, perhaps most 
importantly, where these domains converge — the littorals. These littoral areas exist not only in 
the Pacific, but throughout the world. Operating in the littoral environment demands the close 
integration of air, sea and land power. By using the sea as maneuver space, flexible naval forces 
can quickly respond to crises in the bordering environment of the littorals. 

In the context of the new strategy, the Navy and Marine Corps Team is increasingly relevant in 
meeting the exigent military needs of our Nation. Together, we provide the capability for 
massing potent forces close to a foreign shore, while maintaining a diplomatically sensitive 
profile. Additionally, when necessary, we are able to project this power ashore across the range 
of military operations at a time of our Nation’s choosing. Amphibious capabilities provide the 
means to conduct littoral maneuver — the ability to maneuver combat ready forces from the sea 
to the shore and inland in order to achieve a positional advantage over the enemy. Working 
seamlessly as a single naval force, your Navy and Marine Corps Team provides the essential 
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elements of access and forcible entry capabilities that are necessary components of a joint 
campaign. 

Engagement: In order to keep large crises from breaking out or spilling over to destabilize an 
entire region, 2 1 st century security challenges also require expansion of global engagement with 
partner and allied nations — facilitated through persistent forward Naval presence — to promote 
collective approaches to common security concerns. Our engagement contributions in support of 
the Geographic Combatant Commanders minimize conditions for conflict and enable host nation 
forces to effectively address instability on their own as it occurs. They promote regional stability 
and the growth of democracy while also deterring regional aggression. History has shown that it 
is often far cheaper to prevent a conflict than to respond to one. This thrust will necessitate 
amphibious forces that are not only fighters, but who can also serve as trainers, mentors and 
advisers to host nation military forces. 

Integration with the Joint Force: In our new defense strategy, the Marine Corps will fill a 
unique lane in the capability range of America’s armed forces. Whether first-on-the scene, part 
of or leading a joint force. Marines instinctively understand the logic and synergy behind joint 
operations. Our ability to deploy rapidly and globally allows us to set the stage and enable the 
transition to follow-on Joint Forces in a timely manner. Our MAGTF structure — with organic 
logistics, aviation, intelligence, fires and other assets — enables us to seamlessly team with others 
and provides options for the Joint Force Commander to: 

• Provide a visible deterrent to would-be threats, without requiring a vulnerable 
presence ashore at fixed bases or airfields; 

• Swiftly respond to small-scale crises with a range of options beyond precision strike, 
potentially containing crises before they erupt into major contingencies; 

• Partner with the Navy and United States Special Operations Command (SOCOM) to 
shape the operational environment; 

• Use the sea as maneuver space, avoiding enemy strengths and striking his 
weaknesses; 

• Directly seize or obtain operational objectives from the sea, without the requirement 
for large force build-ups or sustained presence ashore; 

• Extend the operational reach of the Joint Force hundreds of miles inland to achieve 
effects from the sea through organic MAGTF assets; and 

• Overcome anti-access and area denial threats in a single-naval battle approach 
through the use of landing forces aboard amphibious warships integrated with other 
capabilities to include mine counter-measures and naval surface fires. 

Day-to-Day Crisis Response: Engagement and crisis response are the most frequent reasons to 
employ our amphibious forces. The same capabilities and flexibility that allow an amphibious 
taskforce to deliver and support a landing force on a hostile shore enable it to support forward 
engagement and crisis response. The Geographic Combatant Commanders have increased their 
demand for forward-postured amphibious forces capable of conducting security cooperation, 
regional deterrence and crisis response. 

Marines have conducted amphibious operations and responded to crises throughout the world 
more than 1 00 times in the past two decades. The vast majority of our expeditionary service has 
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involved crisis response and limited contingency operations, usually conducted in periods when 
the Nation has otherwise been at peace. Some of these were relatively short-term rescue or raid 
expeditions, while others evolved into contingencies that were limited in force size, but not 
limited in duration, complexity and level of integration with the other elements of national 
power. We will contribute to the missions of our Nation’s security strategy in the same way. 9 
On a day-to-day basis, Marines will be forward-deployed and engaged, working closely with our 
joint and allied partners. When crises or contingencies arise, these same Marines will 
respond— locally, regionally or globally if necessary— to accomplish whatever mission the 
Nation requires. 

America ’s Expeditionary Force in Readiness: The new strategic guidance underscores the 
Marine Corps role as America’s Expeditionary Force in Readiness. Reliant on a strategically 
relevant and appropriately resourced Navy fleet of amphibious warships and Maritime 
Prepositioned Force (MPF) vessels, we are forward deployed and forward engaged: shaping 
strategic environments; training partner nation and allied forces; deterring adversaries; and 
responding to all manner of crises contingencies. 10 Alert and ready, we respond to today 's crisis 
with today’s force. ..today. Marines are ready to respond whenever the Nation calls and 
wherever and however the President may direct. 

We Have Worked Diligently to Prepare for the Future 

Force Structure Review: In an effort to ensure the Marine Corps is organized for the challenges 
of the emerging security environment, we conducted a capabilities-based Force Structure Review 
beginning in the fall of 2010 to identify ways we could rebalance and posture for the future. The 
Force Structure Review incorporated the lessons learned from 10 years of combat and addressed 
21st century challenges confronting our Nation and its Marine Corps. The review sought to 
provide the “best value” in terms of capability, cost and readiness relative to the operational 
requirements of our forward-engaged Geographic Combatant Commanders. The results of that 
effort have been shared with Congress over the past year. While affirming this strategy-driven 
effort, we have aligned our force based on the realities of constrained spending levels and 
Strategic Guidance. 

End Strength: During our comprehensive Force Structure Review, we tailored a force structure 
to ensure a sufficient type and quantity of force available to meet the forward presence, 
engagement and crisis response requirements of the Geographic Combatant Commanders. The 
resulting force structure is intended to meet Title 10 responsibilities, broaden capabilities, 
enhance speed and response options and foster the partnerships necessary to execute the range of 
military operations while providing the “best value” to the Nation. This force structure also 
accounted for the addition of enabling assets ( e.g . combat engineers, information operations 
specialists, civil affairs personnel, specialized intelligence Marines, cyber operators, special 
operators, etc.) necessary to meet the demands of the battlefields of today and tomorrow. 


* The Marine Corps is capable of performing 9 of the 1 0 stated missions in the Defense Strategic Guidance to include; Counter Terrorism and irregular Warfare; Deter and Defeat Aggression, 
Project Power Despite Ami-Access' Area Denial Challenges; Counter Weapons of Mass Destruction; Operate Effectively in Cyberspace and Space; Defend the Homeland and Provide Support to 
Civil Authorities; Provide a Stabilizing Presence; Conduct Stability and Counterinsurgency Operations; Conduct Humanitarian, Disaster Relief, and Other Operations. 

'°As of January 2012, approximately 30,000 Marines were forward deployed in operations supporting our Nation’s defense. This number includes -19,500 Marines in Afghanistan including 
those serving in externa! billets (transition teams, joint/interagency support, etc.), -5,000 Marines at sea on Marine Expeditionary Units, and -6,000 Marines engaged in various other missions, 
operations and exercises. The 30,000 Marine statistic does not include more than 18,000 Marines permanently assigned to garrison locations outside the continental U S. such as in Europe; the 
Middle East, the Pacific, etc. 
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As directed, we will draw-down our force in a measured way beginning in FY13. Our FY13 
programmed end strength is 197,300 Marines. In accordance with Defense Strategic Guidance, 
we are resisting the “ temptation to sacrifice readiness in order to retain force structure 
Personnel costs account for about 60 cents of every Marine dollar; through our force structure 
efforts we balanced the requisite capabilities across a smaller force, in effect trading capacity for 
modernization and readiness. 

The resulting 182,100 Marine active duty force, supported by our operational Reserve 
component, retains the capacity and capability to support steady state and crisis response 
operations through rotational deployments, and to rapidly surge in support of major contingency 
operations. Although reshaping the Marine Corps from 202,100 Marines to a force of 
approximately 182,100 Marines entails some risk to our ability to simultaneously respond to 
multiple large-scale contingencies, it is manageable. We intend to leverage the diverse depth 
and range of assets within our Reserve component both to mitigate risk and maximize 
opportunities where available. 

ds we reduce end strength, we must manage the rate carefully so we reduce the force 
responsibly. We will dr aw -down our end strength by approximately 5, 000 Marines per year. 

The continued resourcing of this gradual ramp-down is vital to keeping faith with those who 
have already served in combat and for those with families who have experienced resulting 
extended separations. The pace of active component draw-down will account for completion of 
our mission in Afghanistan, ensuring proper resiliency in the force relative to dwell times. As 
our Nation continues to draw-down its Armed Forces, we must guard against the tendency to 
focus on pre-9/1 1 end strength levels that neither account for the lessons learned of 1 0 years at 
war nor address the irregular warfare needs of the modem battlefield. Our 182,100 Marine 
Corps represents fewer infantry battalions, artillery battalions, fixed-wing aviation squadrons, 
and general support combat logistics battalions than we had prior to 9/1 1 . However, it adds 
cyber operations capability, Marine special operators, wartime enablers and higher unit manning 
levels — all lessons gleaned from 10 years of combat operations; it is a very capable force. 

My promise to Congress is that at the end of the day, l will build and maintain the best Marine 
Corps our Nation can afford with the resources it is willing to invest. We are also committed to 
keeping faith with Marines, Sailors and their families who have sacrificed so much over the past 
decade at war. Personnel reductions that become precipitous are among the worst measures that 
can be employed to save money. Our All-Volunteer Force is built upon a reasonable 
opportunity for retention and advancement; unplanned and unexpected wholesale cuts 
undermine the faith and confidence in service leadership and create long-term experience 
deficits with negative operational impacts. Such an approach would no doubt do significant 
long-term damage to our ability to recruit and maintain a quality force. 

Civilian Marines: Our Civilian Marines support the mission and daily functions of the Marine 
Corps and are an integral part of our Total Force. In recognition of the need to study and clearly 
define our civilian work force requirements to ensure we had the right workforce in the right 


"Sustaining U.S. Global Leadership: Priorities for 2 1st Century Defense January 2012, pg 7. 


II 



45 


location, at a cost that aligned with our budget, I directed a Ml review of the Total Force in late 
2010. This measure necessitated a hiring freeze but resulted in prioritized requirements within 
affordable levels and the alignment of resources with capabilities. It also ensured the civilian 
labor force was shaped to support the mission of the Corps today and that projected for the 
future. 

During the FY12 budget cycle, there was no growth in our FY1 1 civilian work force levels due to 
necessary efficiency measures. Consequently, our civilian work force went from a planned level 
of 21,000 personnel in direct funded Full Time Equivalencies (FTEs) to 17,501 personnel. This 
number of FTE personnel will remain constant in each year of the current Future Year’s Defense 
Plan (FYDP)-there is no growth planned. The end result is a 17 percent reduction in planned 
growth between FY1 1 and FY12 budget requests. 

Our FY13 civilian personnel budget reflects efforts to restrain growth in direct funded personnel. 
By establishing budgetary targets consistent with current fiscal realities, we will be able to hold 
our civilian labor force at FY10 end-of-year levels, except for limited growth in critical areas 
such as the acquisition workforce, the intelligence community, the information technology 
community (i.e. conversion from NMCI to NGEN), in-sourcing of security personnel (i.e. 

Marine Corps Civilian Law Enforcement Personnel) and personnel in our cyber community. Our 
Civilian Marine work force remains the leanest among DoD with only one civilian for every 10 
Marines. 

Our Priorities 

Commandant’s Four Priorities: To best meet the demands of the future and the many types of 
missions Marines will be expected to perform now and beyond the post-OEF security 
environment, 1 established four enduring priorities in 2010. To that end, we will: 

• Provide the best trained and equipped Marine units to Afghanistan. This will not 
change and remains our top priority; 

• Rebalance our Corps, posture it for the future and aggressively experiment with 
and implement new capabilities and organizations; 

• Better educate and train our Marines to succeed in distributed operations and 
increasingly complex environments; and 

• Keep faith with our Marines, our Sailors and our families. 

We are making significant progress within each of these four critical areas; however, there are 
pressing issues facing our Corps today that require the special attention and assistance of 
Congress. These include specific programs and initiatives within the command, ground, logistics 
and aviation portfolios of the MAGTF. 

Reset: The Marine Corps is conducting a comprehensive review of its equipment inventory to 
validate reset strategies, future acquisition plans, and depot maintenance programming and 
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modernization initiatives. As already stated, after 10 years of constant combat operations, the 
Marine Corps must reset the force coming out of Afghanistan. The reset of equipment 
retrograded to home station from Iraq (approximately 64,000 principal items) is complete. 
However, the equipment density list currently supporting combat operations in Afghanistan 
totals approximately 95,000 principal items, of which approximately 42 percent was 
retransferred directly from Iraq to support the surge of 2009. The bulk of this transferred 
equipment included high demand items such as communications equipment and vehicles to 
include the majority of our Mine Resistant Ambush Protected vehicles and 100 percent of our 
medium tactical vehicle fleet. 

Sustaining current combat operations has reduced the aggregate readiness of the non-deployed 
force. Non-deployed unit readiness is degraded and has been the “bill payer ” for deployed unit 
readiness. We sacrificed readiness levels of our home station units to ensure Marines in combat 
had the very best equipment Through the support of Congress over the past few years, we have 
received a good portion of the required funding for reset and have made significant progress at 
our depots in restoring and procuring required materiel. But there is more to do at our home 
stations. Thirty-three percent of non-deployed units report the highest readiness levels for their 
designed mission, which leaves 67 percent of non-deployed units in a degraded state of 
readiness. The largest contributing factor to degraded readiness within non-deployed units is 
equipment supply. The non-deployed force provides the Nation depth in responsiveness and 
options when confronted with the unexpected. Our Marines at home must be “geared up” and 
ready to be called at a moment’s notice. Low levels of readiness within the non-deployed force 
increases risk in the timely and successful execution of a military response to crises or 
contingencies. Therefore, it is critical that the Marine Corps continues to receive Congressional 
assistance on required funding to reset our equipment from the conflicts of the past decade. 

In January 2012, 1 signed the Marine Corps OEF Ground Equipment Reset Strategy, rooted in 
the lessons learned from our successful redeployment and retrograde from Iraq. This strategy is 
helping to identify what equipment we will reset and what we will divest. It prioritizes 
investment and modernization decisions in accordance with the capabilities of our middleweight 
force construct, defining unit-level mission essential tasks and equipment requirements to 
support the range of military operations, and equips to core capabilities for immediate crisis 
response deployment and building strategic depth. We have issued disposition instructions on 
8,400 principal items associated with the initial draw-down of forces that will occur this fall. In 
Afghanistan, 35 percent of that equipment has entered the redeployment and retrograde pipeline. 
Initial shipments of equipment have arrived at home stations and depots, and are being entered 
into the maintenance cycle. We currently expect divestment of approximately 21 percent of the 
total Afghanistan equipment density list as obsolete, combat loss or otherwise beyond 
economical repair. These are combat capability items that must be replaced. 

The reset of our equipment after more than a decade of combat requires an unprecedented level 
of effort. Our Marine Corps depots will be asked to do more once again; they stand ready to do 
so. As our Nation looks to efficiencies in its Armed Forces, we must maintain a keen awareness 
of the role that depots play in keeping our country strong. The continued availability of our 
depot capacity both at Barstow, California and Albany, Georgia is essential to our ability to self- 
generate readiness and to respond when we must surge in response to wartime demand. 
Acknowledging fiscal realities, I directed, with the Secretary of the Navy’s approval, the 
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consolidation of the two Marine Corps depots under a single command with two operating plant 
locations. Consolidating our depots under a single commander is the right balance between 
fiscal efficiency and meeting the unique requirements of the Marine Corps. This consolidation 
will reduce costs, standardize processes between industrial plants and increase efficiency. 

Modernization: In conjunction with our reset efforts, we are undertaking several initiatives to 
conduct only essential modernization of the Marine Corps Total Force. This will place us on a 
sustainable course to achieve institutional balance. We are doing so by judiciously developing 
and procuring the right equipment needed for success in the conflicts of tomorrow, especially in 
those areas that underpin our core competencies. As such, I ask for continued Congressional 
support to modernize equipment and maintain a high state of readiness that will place us on solid 
footing in a post-Afghanistan security environment. While budgetary pressures will likely 
constrain modernization initiatives, we will mitigate pressure by continuing to prioritize and 
sequence both our modernization and sustainment programs to ensure that our equipment is 
always ready and that we are proceeding in a fiscally responsible manner. Modernization 
programs that require significant additional funding above current levels will be evaluated for 
continued operational requirement and capability/capacity modification. 

We recognize that our planned, force structure reduction following our commitment in 
Afghanistan will accommodate a level of decreased modernization investment due to a 
requirement for a smaller quantity of modernized equipment. However, any qualitative 
modernization reductions will impact our ability to respond to future adversaries and threats. 

The current baseline budget allows for equipment modernization on a reasonable timeline across 
the FYDP. Possible future reductions in the baseline budget will result in delays, modification or 
elimination of key modernization programs. Modernization in the following areas is critical to 
maintaining operational capabilities and readiness: 

• Ground Combat Tactical Vehicles 

• Aviation 

• Preparing for Future Battlefields 

• Amphibious and Pre-positioning Ships 

• Expeditionary Energy 

• Intelligence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance. 

Ground Combat Tactical Vehicle Strategy: The programmatic priority for our ground forces is 
the seamless maneuver of Marines from the sea to conduct operations ashore whether for 
training, humanitarian assistance or combat. Our Ground Combat Tactical Vehicle (GCTV) 
Strategy is focused on achieving the right mix of assets, while balancing performance, payload, 
survivability, fuel efficiency, transportability and cost. Vehicles comprising our GCTV strategy 
include our entire inventory of wheeled and tracked vehicles and planned future capabilities 
including the Joint Light Tactical Vehicle (JLTV), Amphibious Combat Vehicle (ACV) and the 
Marine Personnel Carrier (MPC). Throughout 2011 and informed by cost, we conducted a 
comprehensive systems engineering review of amphibious vehicle operational requirements. 

The review evaluated the requirements for water mobility, land mobility, lethality and force 
protection of the future environment. The identification of essential requirements helped to drive 
down both the production and the sustainment costs for the amphibious vehicles of the future. 
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We are conducting an Analysis of Alternatives on six ACV options, the results of which will 
help to inform the direction and scope of the ACV program. The MPC program is maturing as a 
wheeled armored personnel carrier and complements the ACV as a possible solution to the 
general support lift capacity requirements of Marine forces operating in the littorals. 

We are firmly partnered with the U.S. Army in fielding a JLTV to replace a portion of our legacy 
medium lift utility vehicles. Our long-term participation in this program remains predicated on 
development of a cost-effective vehicle, whose payload integrates seamlessly with our 
expeditionary operations and likely amphibious and strategic lift profiles. 12 The Joint 
Requirements Oversight Council has approved the JLTV Capability Development Document, 
and our Combat Development Command in Quantico is leading the Army and Marine Corps 
effort to establish a program of record at Milestone B in the third quarter of FY12. Our approach 
to JLTV is as an incremental acquisition, and our objective for Increment I currently stands at 
more than 5,000 vehicles. Factoring all the above considerations, the current pathway for our 
GCTV Strategy includes the following actions: 

• Develop a modem ACV. 

• Develop and procure JLTV. 

• Sustain High Mobility Multipurpose Wheeled Vehicles (HMMWVs) through 2030 by 
utilizing an Inspect and Repair Only As Necessary Depot Maintenance Program and a 
HMMWV Modification Line. 13 

• Initiate a legacy Amphibious Assault Vehicle upgrade as a bridge to ACV 

• Continue research and development in MPC through FY14 to identify the most 
effective portfolio mix of vehicles. 

• Limit procurement of vehicles to reduced Approved Acquisition Objective estimates 
as identified. 

Marine Corps Aviation: Marine Corps Aviation is proud to celebrate its centennial of service to 
our Nation this year. Our priority for aviation is support of Marines in Afghanistan and 
wherever Marines are deployed. On average, more than 40 percent of our aviation force is 
deployed at any time, with an additional 25 percent preparing to deploy. All told, this equates to 
two-thirds of Marine Aviation forces currently deployed or preparing to deploy. We are 
continuing a modernization effort that began more than a decade ago. Today, the Marine Corps 
is challenged to replace aging platforms that have reached the end of their service lives or 
suffered accelerated wear in harsh operating environments, thus reducing service life and 
resulting in the loss of critical war-fighting capabilities. Our Aviation Plan is a phased multi- 
year approach to modernization that encompasses aircraft transitions, readiness, aircraft 
inventory shortfalls, manpower challenges, safety and fiscal requirements. 

In an era of budgetary constraint and amidst calls for reductions in the collective aviation assets 
within DoD, it is important to understand that Marine Air is not redundant with other services ’ 
capabilities. The U.S. Air Force is not designed to operate from the sea, nor are most of its 
aircraft suited for operations in the types of austere environments often associated with 
expeditionary missions. The Navy currently does not possess sufficient capability to operate 


11 For two axle combat vehicles, this equates to combat weights in the 1 8,000 to 19,000 lbs range, translating to empty vehicle weights in the range of 12,000 to 1 3,000 lbs. 

15 HMMWV recapitalization does not meet Marine Corps requirements for those light vehicles with the most demanding missions. They cannot deliver reliability, payload, service life, 
mobility, the ability to fit on MPF shipping and growth potential. The JLTV is the most cost-effective program to meet capability gaps for those light combat vehicles with the most demanding 
missions. 
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their aircraft ashore once deployed forward on carriers — and yet history has shown that our 
Nation often needs an expeditionary aviation capability in support of both naval and land 
campaigns. The following programs form the backbone of our aviation modernization effort: 

• F-3SB: As we modernize Marine fixed-wing aviation assets for the future, the 
continued development and fielding of the short take-off and vertical landing 
(STOVL) F-35B Joint Strike Fighter remains the centerpiece of this effort. The 
capability inherent in a STOVL jet allows the Marine Corps to operate in harsh 
conditions and from remote locations where few airfields are available for 
conventional aircraft. It is also specifically designed to operate from amphibious 
ships — a capability that no other tactical aircraft possesses. The ability to employ a 
fifth-generation aircraft from amphibious ships doubles the number of “carriers” — 1 1 
CVN and 1 1 LHD/LHAs — from which the United States can employ fixed wing 
aviation. Once fully fielded, the F-35B will replace three legacy aircraft — F/A-18, 
EA-6B and AV-8B — saving the DoD approximately $1 billion in legacy operations 
and maintenance costs. 

The F-35B program has been a success story over the past year. Due to the 
performance of F-35B prototypes in 2011, the program was recently removed 12 
months early from a fixed period of scrutiny. The F-35B completed all planned test 
points, made a total of 260 vertical landings (versus 1 0 total in 201 0) and successfully 
completed initial ship trials on USS Wasp. Delivery is still on track; the first three F- 
35Bs arrived at Eglin Air Force Base in January of this year. Continued funding and 
support from Congress for this program is of utmost importance for the Marine Corps 
as we continue with a plan to “sundown” three different legacy platforms. 

• MV-22B: The MV-22B Osprey has performed exceedingly well for the Corps and 
the Joint Force. To date, this revolutionary tiltrotor aircraft has changed the way 
Marines operate on the battlefield, giving American and Coalition forces the 
maneuver advantage and operational reach unmatched by any other tactical aircraft. 
Since achieving Initial Operating Capability (IOC) in 2008, the MV-22B has flown 
more than 18,000 hours in combat and carried more than 129,000 personnel and 5.7 
million pounds of cargo. The MV-22B has made multiple combat deployments to 
Iraq, four deployments with MEUs at sea, and it is currently on its fifth deployment to 
Afghanistan. Our squadron fielding plan is well under way as we continue to replace 
our 44 year old, Vietnam-era CH-46 helicopters. We must procure all required 
quantities of the MV-22B in accordance with the program of record. Continued calls 
for cancellation of this program are ill-informed and rooted in anachronisms when 
measured against the proven record of performance and safety this force multiplier 
brings to today’s battlefields in support of Marines and the Joint Force. 

• CH-53K: We are transitioning our rotary-wing assets for the future. The CH-53K is 
a new build heavy lift helicopter that evolves the legacy CH-53E design to improve 
operational capability, reliability, maintainability, survivability and cost. The CH- 
53K will be capable of transporting 27,000 pounds of external cargo under high 
altitude/hot conditions out to 1 10 nautical miles, nearly three times the lift capacity of 
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the legacy CH-53E. It is the only marinized rotorcraft 14 able to lift 100 percent of 
Marine Corps air-transportable equipment from amphibious shipping (MPF 
included). Our Force Structure Review validated the need for a CH-53K Program of 
Record of nine CH-53K squadrons. 

• UH-l/AH-1: The H-l program, comprised of the UH-1Y utility helicopter and the 
AH-1Z attack helicopter, is a single acquisition program that leverages 84 percent 
commonality of major components, thereby enhancing deployability and 
maintainability, while reducing training requirements and logistical footprints. Both 
aircraft are in full rate production. The H-l procurement objective is 160 UH-1 Ys 
and 1 89 AH- 1 Zs for a total of 349 aircraft. Currently, 131 H-l aircraft are on 
contract, with 51 UH-1 Ys and 21 AH-lZs delivered to date. The UH-1Y has already 
deployed with the 13th MEU and has supported sustained combat operations in OEF 
since November 2009. The AH-1Z achieved IOC in February 201 1 and saw its first 
deployment alongside the UH-1 Y in November 201 1 as part of the 1 1th MEU. The 
continued procurement and rapid transition to these two platforms from legacy UH- 
1N and AH-1 W assets in our rotary-wing squadrons remains a priority. 

• KC-130J: The new KC-130J Hercules has been fielded throughout our active 
component, bringing increased capability, performance and survivability with lower 
operating and sustainment costs to the Marine Air Ground Task Force. Using the 
Harvest HAWK weapon mission kit, the KC-130J is providing extended endurance 
Close Air Support to our Marines in harm’s way. Currently, we have procured 47 
KC-130Js of the stated program of record requirement totaling 79 aircraft. Continued 
procurement of the program of record will allow us to fully integrate our active and 
reserve force with this unique, multi-mission assault support platform. 

Preparing for Tomorrow’s Fight: The irregular battlefields of today, and those of tomorrow, 
dictate that operations be more distributed, command and control be decentralized and forces be 
more dispersed. Using our Force Structure Review as a guide, we are continuing to build the 
right capacity and capability to enable Marines operate rapidly as befits the tempo of 
our role as a crisis response force. Several important areas to enable our operations are: 

• Cyber: The Defense Strategic Guidance rightly informs that “modem armed forces 
cannot conduct high-tempo, effective operations without reliable information and 
communications networks and assured access to cyberspace and space.” 15 Marines 
have been conducting cyber operations for more than a decade, and we are in a multi- 
year effort to expand our capacity via U.S. Marine Corps Forces Cyber Command as 
we increase our cyber force by approximately 700 Marines through FY16. Given the 
fiscally constrained environment and complexity of cyberspace, our approach is 
strategically focused on ensuring efficiency in operations and quality of service. The 
Marine Corps will aggressively operate and defend its networks in order to enable 
critical command and control systems for Marines forward deployed around the 


14 The term “marinized” indicates that an aircraft meets naval aviation requirements for use and storage in a maritime environment. Aviation platforms used by the Navy and Marine Corps 
require special outfitting unique for use on and from naval vessels 

15 Sustaining U.S. Global Leadership: Priorities for 21st Century Defense, January 2012, pg 5 
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world. Recent cyber accreditations and readiness inspections validate our network 
operations command and control processes and procedures. As we transition to a 
Government Owned/Operated network environment, the Marine Corps will pursue 
efficiencies through automation, consolidation and standardization to ensure 
availability, reliability and security of cyber assets. 

• SOF: As the Marine Corps contribution to SOCOM, Marine Special Operations 
Command (MARSOC) maintains a shared heritage and correspondingly strong bond 
with its parent Service as “soldiers from the sea.” MARSOC will provide a total of 
32 employable Marine Special Operations Teams in FY13 while establishing the staff 
of the Marine Special Operations School, maintaining a targeted dwell ratio and 
continuing creation of a robust language capability. Based on our Force Structure 
Review of last year and a programmed end strength of 182,100 Marines, I have 
authorized an increase of 821 Marines in MARSOC. 

• Command & Control (C2): Technology and network-based forces are an essential 
part of modem operations. Our C2 modernization efforts for the future build upon 
lessons learned during combat operations in Afghanistan and Iraq. Recent operations 
have shown that moving data to lower levels (i.e. the digital divide) increases 
operational effectiveness. We are mitigating the decision to cancel the Ground 
Mobile Radio by building on investments already made in tactical communications 
modernization. We will continue efforts to ensure C2 Situational Awareness 
convergence and interoperability with the Joint Force. 

• Advisers and Trainers: In recognition that preventing conflict may be easier than 
responding to it and that we can prevent it through selective engagement and 
employment of advisers/trainers, we have invested in a new organization called 
Marine Corps Security Cooperation Group that consolidates advisers skills, training 
and assessment expertise focused on building partnership capacity. We are 
investigating how we can regionally focus the expertise of this organization. 


Amphibious Warships <£ Maritime Prepositioning Shipping: Our Service level requirement to 
deploy globally, respond regionally, and train locally necessitates a combination of tactical 
airlift, high-speed vessels, amphibious warships, maritime prepositioning shipping, organic 
tactical aviation, and strategic airlift. Significant contributions to U.S. security are made by our 
rotational forces embarked aboard amphibious warships. These forces combine the advantages 
of an immediate, yet temporary presence, graduated visibility, and tailored, scalable force 
packages structured around the MAGTF. Rotational Amphibious Ready Groups and Marine 
Expeditionary Units form together to provide forward deployed naval forces in four Geographic 
Combatant Command areas of responsibility. Not only do they provide the capability for crisis 
response, but they also present a means for day-to-day engagement with partner nations and a 
deterrent to conflict in key trouble spots. 

We maintain the requirement for an amphibious warship fleet for contingencies requiring our 
role in joint operational access. One Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) assault echelon 
requires 17 operationally available amphibious warships. The Nation’s forcible entry 
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requirement includes two simultaneously-employed MEBs supported by one or more Maritime 
Prepositioning Force (MPF)-MEB to fight as a Marine Expeditionary Force from a sea base. 

Amphibious warships and the requisite number of ship-to-shore connectors provides the base- 
line needed for steady state operations and represents the minimum number of ships needed to 
provide the Nation with a sea-based power projection capability for foil spectrum amphibious 
operations. As of January 2012, there were 29 ships in the Navy’s amphibious fleet, with three 
scheduled for decommissioning and four new ships under construction in the yards. Within the 
coming FYDP, the inventory will decline in FY14 before rising to an average of 30 amphibious 
warships over the next 30 years. The lack of amphibious warship lift capacity translates to risk 
for the Nation, particularly as it reorients to the Pacific. 

The continued procurement of scheduled amphibious warships and planning for MPF shipping is 
essential to ensure greater levels of risk are not incurred in coming years. 

• San Antonio Class LPD: The San Antonio class LPDs continue to gain stability with 
overall warship performance improving. Through the generosity of Congress, the 
final two warships in this program are fully funded, and we expect delivery of all 1 1 
planned warships by FY17. 

• America Class LHA(R): A growing maritime threat coupled with aircraft/ground 
combat equipment modernization dictates the need for continued optimization of the 
LHA-6 hull form, which is now 60 percent complete. As stated last year, delivery of 
this amphibious assault warship is scheduled for FY14. The earliest reasonable 
deployment after allowing time for sea trials, crew training and other factors would be 
in FY17. Construction of LHA-7 is scheduled to commence in early FY1 3, but is not 
yet under contract. The Marine Corps is grateful for and firmly supports the Navy’s 
plan to reintroduce a well deck in our large deck amphibious assault ships, beginning 
with LHA-8 in FY17 and FY18 timeframe. 

• 2x Maritime Prepositioned Squadrons (MPSRON): Providing a significant 
contribution to global coverage, forward presence and crisis response, the Maritime 
Prepositioning Force (MPF) program exists to enable the rapid deployment and 
engagement of a MAGTF anywhere in the world in support of our National Military 
Strategy. This strategic capability combines the capacity and endurance of sealift 
with the speed of airlift. The current MPF program is comprised of 15 ships divided 
into three MPSRONs located in the Mediterranean Sea, Indian Ocean (Diego Garcia) 
and Pacific Ocean (Guam and Saipan). In FY13, the DoN plans to eliminate one of 
these squadrons as an efficiency measure. We are currently reviewing options to 
develop a balanced MPF posture and MPSRON composition that supports 
Geographic Combatant Commander requirements, achieves approximately $125 
million in savings across the FYDP, attains a higher lift capacity of the MEB 
requirement per MPSRON and retains critical sea-basing enabling capabilities. The 
continued support of Congress for the vital capabilities inherent in our MPF program 
is essential to the overall warfighting readiness of the Corps. 
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Expeditionary Energy: For Marines, the term “expeditionary” is a mindset that determines how 
we man, train and equip our force. We know that resource efficiency aids in combat 
effectiveness, and that our investments in reset and modernization will provide a force that 
operates lighter, faster and at reduced risk. Likewise, our force will be more energy efficient to 
support the type of operations expected of us in the future. To do this, we are changing the way 
we think about, and use energy. 

Over the last 10 years of near continuous combat operations, our need for fuel and batteries on 
the battlefield has grown exponentially. Since 2001 , we have increased the number of radios our 
infantry battalions use by 250 percent and the number of computers/information technology 
equipment by 300 percent. The number of vehicles has risen by 200 percent, with their 
associated weight increasing more than 75 percent as a result of force protection requirements. 

In the end, our force today is more lethal, but we have become critically dependent on fuel and 
batteries, which has increased the risk to our logistics trains. Moreover, a 2010 study found that 
one Marine is wounded for every 50 fuel and water convoys. 

To reduce our risk and increase our combat effectiveness, in March 201 1, 1 issued the “ Marine 
Corps Expeditionary Energy Strategy and Implementation Plan " to change the way we think 
about and value energy. This is a “bases-to-battlefield” strategy, which means all Marines will 
be trained to understand the relationship between resource efficiency and combat effectiveness. 
We will consider energy performance in all our requirements and acquisitions decisions. We are 
creating the tools to provide commanders the information necessary to understand their energy 
consumption in real-time. 

Over the FYDP, I have directed $350 million to “Expeditionary Energy” initiatives. Fifty-eight 
percent of this investment is directed towards procuring renewable and energy efficient 
equipment. Some of this gear has already demonstrated effectiveness on the battlefield in 
Helmand Province. Twenty-one percent of this investment is directed towards research and 
development of new capabilities and the remaining investment is to support operations and 
maintenance. We expect this investment to improve the energy efficiency of our MEBs by nine 
percent. As such, we will enable ourselves to sustain longer and go further, incurring less risk. 
The MEB of 2017 will be able to operate one month longer on the same amount of fuel that we 
plan to use today, and it will need 208 fewer fuel trucks, thereby saving seven million gallons of 
fuel per year. This translates to a lighter, more agile and more capable Marine Corps. 

Providing Capable Bases, Stations & Support Facilities 

FY13 Military Construction: The Marine Corps maintains a commitment to facilities and 
infrastructure supporting both operations and quality of life. Our military construction and 
family programs are important to sustain our force structure and maintaining readiness. This 
fiscal year we are proposing a $761 million Military Construction (MILCON) program to 
support warfighting, family housing and infrastructure improvements. The focus of our efforts 
this fiscal year is the construction of Joint Strike Fighter and MV-22B support facilities, 
infrastructure improvements, and training and education facility improvements. Additionally, 
this budget request includes replacement of inadequate and obsolete facilities at various 
locations. 
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Through the support of Congress, between FY08-FYI2 we programmed 70 Bachelor Enlisted 
Quarters (BEQ) projects resulting in 149 barracks buildings primarily located at Camp Lejeune, 
North Carolina; Camp Pendleton and Twentynine Palms, California; and Marine Corps Base, 
Hawaii. These BEQ projects were typically completed in two years, with most at or below cost. 
These facilities, that incorporated energy efficiency measures, have significantly improved the 
quality of life of our single Marines, who for many years, lived in substandard. World War II era 
barracks. Our FY13 MILCON program includes a $49 million request for barracks, a motor 
pool and other facilities to support the consolidation of Marine Corps Security Force Regiment 
assets at Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Virginia. This project was not a part of our original 
BEQ initiative, but is necessary as the current facilities used by the Regiment at Naval Station 
Norfolk have been condemned. 

Infrastructure Sustainment: As resources and military construction funds become more 
constrained, the Marine Corps will continue to rely on the sound stewardship of existing 
facilities and infrastructure to support our needs. In FY1 3, the Marine Corps will again program 
facilities sustainment funding at 90 percent of the DoD Facilities Sustainment Model, resulting in 
a facilities sustainment budget of $653 million. 

Installation Energy Initiatives: The FY13 budget provides $164 million in Operations & 
Maintenance funding to continue progress in achieving mandated energy goals by 2015. This 
funding will target energy efficiency goals established by the Energy Independence & Security 
Act of 2007 aimed at reducing energy intensity by 30 percent from a 2003 baseline. This 
progress will be made by replacing older heating, cooling, lighting and other energy-consuming 
building components with more efficient technologies. We will use this funding to achieve 
renewable energy goals established by the National Defense Authorization Act of 2007 . Overall, 
the planned investments are intended to increase energy security on our installations while 
reducing the cost of purchased utilities. 

Investing in the Education <£ Training of our Marines 

Courses and Facilities: A broadly-capable middleweight force will meet future requirements 
through the integration of newly acquired and traditional operational competencies. To remain 
America's Expeditionary Force in Readiness, the Marine Corps requires balanced, high-quality 
training and education at all levels. As history has repeatedly shown, wars are won by the better- 
trained force, not necessarily the larger one. In the midst of ongoing combat operations, we are 
realigning our education and training efforts to enable our Marines and Sailors to succeed in 
conducting distributed operations in increasingly complex environments against any threat. 
Training and education, with an emphasis on experimentation and innovation, will help our 
Nation maintain global relevance by developing solutions that continue to outpace emerging 
tlueats. These efforts include continued emphasis on our core values of honor, courage and 
commitment, and on building principled warriors who understand the value of being an ethical 
warrior. Moreover, in the post-Afghanistan security environment of reduced defense dollars, we 
will need to offset reductions in end strength with better educated and more capable Marines and 
Marine units. The current and future fiscal environment requires a selective, strategic investment 
in training and education. . .put another way, “When you’re low on money, it’s a good time to 
think.” 
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Training: Our current training is focused on preparing Marine units for combat, 
counterinsurgency and stability operations in support of OEF. If anything, the past 10 years of 
combat have demonstrated that there is a positive correlation between quality training and 
education and individual/unit readiness; both directly translate to operational success. Therefore, 
as we draw-down from Afghanistan, our training will rebalance to support the execution of a 
wider range of operational capabilities. We will achieve this balance by leveraging 
competencies in entry-level and skills progression training and by re-emphasizing core 
competencies in combined arms and amphibious operations, to include MEB level core 
capabilities. Training will also feature significant attention to irregular warfare, humanitarian 
assistance, and inter-agency coordination. All our training programs will provide standardized, 
mission essential task based training that directly supports unit readiness in a cost-effective 
manner. 

Specifically, future training will center on the MAGTF Training Program. Through a 
standardized training approach, the MAGTF Training Program will develop the essential unit 
capabilities necessary to conduct integrated MAGTF operations. Building on lessons learned 
over the past 10 years, this approach includes focused battle staff training and a service 
assessment exercise modeled on the current exercise. Enhanced Mojave Viper. Additionally, we 
will continue conducting large scale exercises that integrate training and assessment of the 
MAGTF as a whole. The MAGTF Training Program facilitates the Marine Corps’ ability to 
provide multi-capable MAGTFs prepared for operations in complex, joint and multi-national 
environments against hybrid threats. 

Education: We are making steady progress in implementing the recommendations of the 2006 
Officer Professional Military Education (PME) Study (The Wilhelm Report) to transform the 
Marine Corps University (MC.U) into a ’’World Class Institution.” There are two primary 
resource components in doing so — funding for military construction, and for faculty and staff. 
These two components are not mutually exclusive. New facilities coupled with increases in 
resident student through-put require additional faculty and staff. We will remain engaged with 
Congress over the coming years on the approximately S330 million in necessary funding for 
facilities, faculty and staff as we continue the transformation of the MCU. This is a high priority 
for me. This year, I committed $125 million to get this initiative moving. 

We are widening opportunities for resident professional education by doubling available school 
seats in courses such as the Marine Corps Command and Staff College beginning in the 
academic year 2014. We are making adjustments to triple through-put at the Expeditionary 
Warfare School for our company grade officers. We are increasing enlisted resident PME 
courses as well, and are adding more distance education learning opportunities and requirements, 
especially at the junior enlisted and non-commissioned officer level. 

As we look to “whole of government approaches” and the goal of improved integration in joint 
and combined operations, we are adding fellowships to allow more Marines the opportunity to 
benefit from non-traditional education outside DoD institutions. In the past year, we have 
increased our number of Marines assigned to the Department of State and the United States 
Agency for International Development through fellowships and the State-Defense Exchange 
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Memorandum of Understanding. Later this year, we are adding fellowships at the Departments 
of Justice, Homeland Security, and Treasury, as well as at Yale University. We are expanding 
the scope of training at existing institutions like the Marine Corps Center for Advanced 
Operational Culture Learning and the Center for Irregular Warfare Integration Division that 
focus on readying Marines for engagement, security cooperation and partner capacity building 
missions. Our goal is to develop a Corps of Marines that have the skills needed to operate and 
engage effectively in culturally-complex environments. 

Our education and training programs benefit from our relationships with allies and partners in the 
international community. Each year, hundreds of international military students attend Marine 
Corps training and education venues ranging from Marine Corps Command & Staff College to 
military occupation specialty producing schools. The International Military Education and 
Training (IMET) program and similar security assistance opportunities promote regional 
stability, maintain U.S. defense partnerships, and promote civilian control of the military in 
student home countries. Many military leaders from around the world have benefited from the 
IMET program. To better support DoD’s goal of providing PME to international military 
students, we have created a blended seminar program where foreign officers participate in 
Marine Corps PME through a mix of non-resident online courses and resident instruction in the 
United States. 

Training Enablers: In order to fully realize these training and education enhancements, we will 
keep investing in the resources, technologies and innovations that enable them. This investment 
includes modernizing our training ranges, training devices, and infrastructure to ensure quality 
resources are available to support the training of Marines, individual to MAGTF. We will also 
leverage advanced technologies and simulation systems to create realistic, fully-immersive 
training environments. 

Keeping Faith with Marines, Sailors and their Families 

Mission First, Marines Always: We expect and require extraordinary loyalty from our Marines 
and Sailors — loyalty to country, family and Corps. Our Nation has been at war more than a 
decade, placing unprecedented burdens on Marines, Sailors, families, Wounded Warriors and the 
families of the fallen. They have all made tremendous sacrifices, many in the face of danger; we 
owe our complete loyalty back to them all. 

We will work to ensure the critical needs of our families are met during times of deployment and 
in garrison by providing the services, facilities and programs to develop the strength and skills 
needed to thrive while facing the challenges of operational tempo. If wounded, injured or ill 
(WII), we will seek out every available resource to restore Marines to health. We will enable the 
return to active duty for those seeking it. For those unable to do so, we will responsibly 
transition them to civilian life. We will support and protect the spouses and families of our 
wounded and those of our fallen Marines. There are several areas and programs central to our 
tenet of “keeping faith with Marines, Sailors and their families.” 

Recruiting and Retention: As first stated, the individual Marine is our greatest asset ; we will 
continue to recruit and retain the best and brightest of America 's sons and daughters. 

Recruiting is the lifeblood of our Corps, and is our bedrock to “Make Marines, Win Battles, and 
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Return Quality Citizens;” citizens who, once transformed, will be Marines for life. To operate 
and succeed in potentially volatile times, Marines must be physically fit, morally strong, 
intelligent, and capable of operating advanced weapon systems using the latest technology. We 
will not compromise on these standards. Recruiting quality youth ultimately translates into 
higher performance, reduced attrition, increased retention, and improved readiness for the 
Operating Forces. We need your continued support in maintaining quality accessions. 

Our officer accessions mission has continued to decline over the past two years in light of a 
planned draw-down of forces. Our FY13 accession officer mission is 1 ,500 active duty and 125 
Reserve officers. For enlisted Marines, the accession figures include 28,500 regular (active 
component) and 5,700 reservists. We traditionally achieve 100-103 percent of our total 
accession goals, and expect to do so again in FY1 3. We have continued to achieve 
unprecedented levels of enlisted and officer retention. This effort is critical to the proper grade 
shaping of the Marine Corps, regardless of force size. Combined officer, enlisted and reserve 
retention efforts ensure the Marine Corps maintains essential operational experience and 
leadership. Although overall retention is excellent, shortages do exist in certain grades and skills 
within the officer and enlisted ranks, requiring careful management and innovative solutions. At 
a minimum, sustained Congressional funding to incentivize retention is necessary to maintaining 
quality personnel in these critical skill sets. 

Diversity: Diversity, in both representation and assignment of Marines, remains a strategic 
issue. The Marine Corps diversity effort is structured with the understanding that the objective 
of diversity is not merely to strive for a force that reflects a representational connectedness with 
the rich fabric of all the American people, but to raise total capability through leveraging the 
strengths and talents of all Marines. We are near completion of a new comprehensive campaign 
plan to focus our diversity effort in areas where improvement is most needed and anticipate 
release of this roadmap this year. The accession and retention of minority officers is an enduring 
challenge for our Corps. Mentoring and career development of all minority officers has become 
increasingly important in order to change officer profile projections. Since 2010, we have 
conducted leadership seminars, introducing diverse college undergraduates to Marine leadership 
traits and leadership opportunities in the Marine Corps, at various locations throughout our 
country, and are actively seeking out new communities within which to continue this effort. 
Overall, we seek to communicate the Marine Corps diversity mission through community 
outreach and recruit marketing; to ensure continued opportunities for merit based development 
and advancement; and to optimize training and education to increase the understanding for all 
Marines of the value that diversity brings to the Total Force. 

Wounded Warrior Outreach Programs: Through the Wounded Warrior Regiment (WWR) and 
our ever-expanding outreach programs, the Marine Corps keeps faith with wounded, ill, and 
injured (WI1) Marines and their families. This enduring commitment includes full spectrum care 
and support for WI1 Marines from point of injury or illness through return to duty or 
reintegration to the civilian community. The WWR continues to enhance its capabilities to 
provide added care and support to WU Marines. Whether WII Marines are joined to the WWR 
or remain with their parent commands, they are provided non-medical support through the 
recovery phases. Congressional funding for our WII Marines allows us to provide robust, 
interconnected support in the following areas; Administrative Support, Recovery Care 
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Coordination, Transition Assistance, Warrior Athlete Reconditioning Programs, Integrated 
Disability Evaluation System Support, the Sergeant Merlin German Wounded Warrior 24/7 Call 
Center and our Hope and Care Centers. 

The challenging nature of the terrain in Afghanistan requires a greater level of dismounted 
operations than was the case in Iraq. This fact coupled with the prevalence of improvised 
explosive devices has caused a growing class of Marines and Soldiers to suffer catastrophic 
injuries — injuries involving multiple amputations that present significant quality of life 
challenges. Our Corps, the DoN, DoD, the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) and Congress 
are concerned about this special group of Wounded Warriors must remain committed to 
supporting this special group of Wounded Warriors. To help the catastrophically injured (those 
who will likely transition to veteran status) and their families successfully meet these challenges, 
we must continue engaging in a high level of care coordination between our WWR advocates, 
the VA’s Federal Recovery Coordinators, VA Liaisons for Healthcare stationed at DoD Military 
Treatment Facilities (MTFs), Operation Enduring Freedom/Operation Iraqi Freedom/Operation 
New Dawn Case Managers and medical providers to ensure all of our wounded Marines’ needs 
are met. This includes arranging for assistive technologies, adaptive housing, and all available 
health care and benefits (DoD and VA) they have earned. Additionally, WWR’s Marine Corp 
Liaison assigned at the VA collaborates closely with VA Care Management team to resolve 
Marine Corp issues or care management needs. 

Combat Health & Resiliency of the Force: Marines, Sailors and their families have experienced 
significant stress from multiple deployment cycles, the rigors of combat, high operational 
tempos, the anxieties of separation and countless other sources from a decade at war. We remain 
engaged in developing ways to reduce the traditional stigmas associated with seeking mental 
health care, but perhaps more importantly, we continue to add resources and access to care to 
meet the mental health needs of Marines, Sailors and their families. 

Post Traumatic Stress (PTS) will be a long-term issue for all DoD leadership, requiring close 
attention and early identification of those affected in every Service. PTS is diagnosed as a 
disorder (PTSD) once the symptoms become distressful to a Marine and his or her ability to 
function in the military environment is impacted. 16 Although most Marines with PTS symptoms 
will not develop PTSD, our leaders require the skills and training to identify and intervene earlier 
for those at the highest risk of developing PTSD, especially given that often there are long delays 
in the development of this condition. As such, we are empowering leaders to identify and 
intervene earlier through increased training and awareness using programs like our Marine Corps 
Combat Operational Stress Control Program and embedded Operational Stress Control and 
Readiness teams in our ground units. We are employing better screening practices in our 
standard health assessments, establishing deployment health clinics (i.e. facilities not labeled as 
mental health climes nor associated with a Military Treatment Facility in an overall effort to 
reduce stigma) and tracking those with significant injuries often leading to PTSD via our 
Wounded Warrior Regiment. 


15 The current yearly rate of PTS diagnosis in 
over their lifetime with PTS is estimated to h 


| active du! 7 Marines is less than 2 percent as compared to 3.5 percent in the civilian population. The percentage of Marines who will be diagnosed 
e 10-18 percent while the civilian population lifetime diagnosis is estimated to be 6.8 percent. 
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We are engaged on multiple fronts to diagnose and treat those with a traumatic brain injury (TBI) 
including prevention, education, early identification, treatment, rehabilitation and reintegration. 
We are actively implementing the requirements of DoD Directive Type Memorandum 09-033 
regarding mild TBI/concussion. Moreover, the Marine Corps, with Navy support, has 
established a Concussion and Musculoskeletal Restoration Care Center in-theater. This center 
provides front-line care to patients with mild TBI/concussion and has dramatically improved 
identification, diagnosis, treatment, outcomes and return to duty rates. In concert with Navy 
Medicine, we are fielding a TBI module within the Medical Readiness Reporting System to track 
TBI exposures and diagnoses. 

Suicide Prevention in the Force: We continue to report a positive, steady decrease in the 
number of suicides within the Corps from high levels seen in 2009. While we cannot yet draw a 
conclusion between our prevention efforts and the reduced suicide rate, we are cautiously 
optimistic our programs are having a positive effect. However, reported suicide attempts have 
continued to increase. We suspect this increase in attempts may be due to improved 
surveillance— fellow Marines recognizing the signs of suicide and intervening to stop attempts, 
and more Marines reporting past attempts when coming forward for help. 1 7 Regardless, we still 
need to do better because one suicide completed is one too many. 

Suicide is a preventable loss of life that diminishes readiness and deeply affects our Marine 
Corps family. We believe that suicide is preventable through engaged leadership, focused on 
efforts aimed at the total fitness of each Marine to include physical, social, spiritual and 
psychological dimensions. The Marine Corps is involved with five major studies to better 
understand suicide risk among service members, contributing factors and ways at prevention. 

This past year, we expanded our “Never Leave a Marine Behind” suicide prevention program for 
non-commissioned officers (NCO) and Junior Marines to the staff non-commissioned officer and 
commissioned officer ranks. Our DSTRESS hotline and website, implemented last year on the 
West Coast as a pilot program, will be expanded to serve those across the Corps. We will remain 
engaged on multiple fronts to combat suicide in our ranks. 

Sexual Assault Prevention & Response: The key to preventing sexual assault is ensuring 
everyone understands his or her role and responsibilities in preventing it. A consistent, vigorous 
training and education element are crucial. Bystander intervention has been identified as a best 
practice for engaging Marines in their role to prevent sexual assault and is being incorporated 
into our Sexual Assault Prevention and Response (SAPR) training. In January 2012, we 
launched the video-based NCO Bystander Intervention course, called “Take A Stand.” This 
course was modeled after our successful, award-wining Suicide Prevention Program awareness 
campaign entitled “Never Leave A Marine Behind.” 

We have initiated aggressive actions to elevate and highlight the importance of our SAPR 
program. Our victim-centric SAPR program focuses on: preventing sexual assault, improving a 
victim’s access to services, increasing the frequency and quality of information provided to the 
victim regarding all aspects of his or her case and expediting the proper handling and resolution 
of a sexual assault case. We are credentialing our Sexual Assault Response Coordinators and 


"There were 33 confirmed suicides and 175 attempts in the Marine Corps during Calendar Year 201 1. 
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Victim Advocates on victim advocacy. We have standardized training protocols for our 24/7 
hotline, in use at all major bases and stations to provide information, resources and advocacy of 
sexual assault. We have increased SAPR training at all levels for our judge advocates (JA). This 
year, mobile training teams from our Trial Counsel Assistance Program will continue to instruct 
Navy Criminal Investigative Service agents and JAs on sexual assault investigation and best 
practices at bases and stations in Japan, Hawaii and on the East and West coasts. 

Veteran Marines: The concept of keeping faith also applies to our Veteran Marines. In 201 1, 
the Marine Corps launched a comprehensive effort to anchor the legacy of our Montford Point 
Marines — 20,000 African American men who underwent segregated training from 1942-1949 
and ultimately integrated the Corps — into our training and education curricula. The Montford 
Point Marine legacy will be used to educate and inspire all men and women who enter the 
Marine Corps today regardless of race, religion or creed. We will teach the importance of 
varying perspectives, compassion, courage, perseverance and self sacrifice through the Montford 
Point Marine history. We are thankful to Congress for recently conferring the Congressional 
Gold Medal on the Montford Point Marines, a fitting tribute to a pioneering group of Marines 
who fought valiantly in some of the bloodiest battles of the Pacific and later went on to serve in 
Korea and Vietnam. 

Family Readiness Programs: As directed in my Planning Guidance issued to the Corps in 
October 2010, we are in the final stages of a review of all family readiness programs to identify 
ways we can better assist and provide services to our families. Over the past year. Marine Corps 
Community Services conducted dozens of focus groups at bases and stations throughout the 
Marine Corps with active and reserve component Marines, commanders, senior enlisted advisers 
and spouses. The focus groups, survey and prioritization results found that the top-rated 
programs conformed to the Commandant’s Planning Guidance priorities or Congressional 
mandates. These assessments revealed opportunities to increase program success in three areas: 
(1) defining future capabilities and sustainability standards that correlate to the Commandant’s 
Planning Guidance priorities but also recognized unique installation or command missions, 
locations or market conditions; (2) balancing available resources to support priorities and defined 
capabilities; and (3) developing accountability and inspection processes to support capability 
sustainment. Efforts are currently under way to apply these results and develop actionable 
program plans and supporting resource requirements to provide and maintain capabilities at the 
appropriate level for the right duration. 

With at least 50 percent of our Corps composed of unmarried men and women, this year we 
mandated that every battalion and squadron have a representative from the Single Marine 
Program serving on its unit family readiness command team. This will provide an advocate on 
behalf of single Marines to ensure information, normally communicated solely from leadership 
to Marine spouses and families, is shared with their parents and siblings. 

Transition Assistance: There are three things the Marine Corps does for our Nation: make 
Marines: win our Nation 's battles: and return quality citizens. We are conducting a wholesale 
revision of our Transition Assistance Management Program (TAMP) to better meet the needs of 
our transitioning Marines in support of returning quality citizens. We are integrating TAMP, as 
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part of the Professional and Personal Development Program, into the life-cycle of a Marine from 
recruitment, through separation or retirement, and through Veteran Marine status. 

We have transformed our Transition Readiness Seminar from a mass training event, in need of 
great improvement, into an individualized and practical learning experience with specific 
transition readiness standards that are effective and beneficial to Marines. In January 2012, we 
began holding a revised and improved Transition Readiness Seminar Pilot Program at four 
separate installations with full implementation scheduled for March 2012; early feedback on our 
pilot program has been very favorable. The revised five-day Transition Readiness Seminar 
includes two days of mandatory standardized core curriculum with four well defined military- 
civilian pathways: 

• University/College 

• Vocational/Technical training 

• Employment 

• Entrepreneurial Endeavors. 

In this new system, a Marine will choose the pathway that best meets his or her future goals and 
will have access to individual counseling services related to each pathway. The enhanced TAMP 
program will support improved reach-back and outreach support for those who may require more 
localized support in their hometowns with information, opportunities or other specific needs. 

We are determined to make the Marine Corps TAMP program more value added for our 
departing Marines. 

Compensation: The President's budget acknowledges the reality that military pay, allowances, 
and health care consume roughly one-third of the defense budget. These costs cannot be ignored 
in a comprehensive effort to achieve savings. In my judgment, this budget achieves the 
appropriate balance in compensation, force structure, and modernization. It sustains the 
recruitment, retention, and readiness of the talented personnel that defend our nation. 

The proposed compensation reforms are sensible. Basic pay raises in fiscal years 2013 and 2014 
will match increases in the private sector. We propose more modest raises in later years - but no 
reductions, no freezes. TRICARE enrollment fees and deductibles increase for retirees, but they 
are tiered based on retired pay and remain significantly below market rates. Pharmacy co-pays 
will trend towards market rates for retail purchases, but will be substantially lower for generic 
drugs and mail-order delivery. 

These changes are not intended to alter care services currently provided to our active duty 
personnel and their families. Those who have been medically retired as a result of their service, 
particularly our Wounded Warriors, are also exempted. So are our Gold Star Families. It is the 
right thing to do for those who have given so much. 

Finally, I endorse creating a commission to recommend reforms in retired pay. Any changes 
should grandfather benefits for those currently serving. We cannot break faith. 
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Summary 

History has shown that it is impossible to predict where, when and how America’s interests will 
be threatened. What is known, however, is America cannot maintain a strong economy, cannot 
have a strong industrial base, cannot have access to overseas markets and cannot assure its allies 
without security. . .at home and abroad. Looking ahead at the fiscal challenges we face as a 
Nation, our country will still need to respond to crisis and project power abroad, wherever and 
whenever needed. The optimum and most economical means to do so is through a multi-capable 
force afloat that can also come ashore rapidly. 

The Navy and Marine Corps Team is the Nation’s risk mitigator for an unknown future and the 
crisis response force that will be “the most ready when the nation is least ready.” There is a cost 
to maintaining'this capability. But, with that cost, our Nation gains the ability to respond to 
unexpected crises, from humanitarian assistance and disaster relief efforts, to non-combatant 
evacuation operations, to the conduct of counter-piracy operations, raids or strikes. This same 
force can be reinforced quickly to contribute to assured access anywhere in the world in the 
event of a major contingency. It can be “dialed up or dialed down” like a rheostat to be relevant 
across the range of military operations. No other force possesses the flexibility to provide these 
capabilities, but yet can sustain itself logistically for significant periods of time, at a time and 
place of its choosing. 

Through the fidelity and support of Congress, our Marines and Sailors in the fight have received 
everything necessary to ensure success over the past decade of near constant combat operations. 
Our combat forces’ best interests and needs remain my number one focus until our National 
objectives in the Long War have been achieved. However, as we rightfully begin to transition to 
the challenges and opportunities of the post-OEF world and reorient to the Pacific under our new 
Defense Strategic Guidance, the Marine Corps must begin to rebalance and modernize for the 
future. 

Through judicious choices, forward planning and wise investments— ever mindful of the 
economy in which we live— we have worked diligently to determine the right size our Corps 
needs to be and to identify the resources we will require to respond to crises around the world, 
regardless of clime or place. As we continue to work with Congress, the Navy and the DoD in 
maintaining the institutional pillars of our high state of readiness, you have my assurance that 
your Corps will be “ever faithful” in meeting our Nation’s need for military crisis response. 
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Mr. Culberson. Thank you very much, General Dunford. 

At this time I would like to recognize General Schwartz. 

Opening Statement 

General Schwartz. Mr. Chairman and Ranking Member, Sub- 
committee members, I join Mr. Hale and fellow Service Chiefs in 
thanking you for your support of the men and women of the United 
States Armed Forces. 

Appreciating that we must tighten our belts in military construc- 
tion; military-family housing; and facilities funding — as we did in 
other portions of the budget — the Air Force made correspondingly 
difficult decisions in the MILCON and related areas. In structuring 
our force to align with the new defense strategic guidance, we took 
care to protect our distinctive capabilities and core enduring con- 
tributions to the joint team. 

From a MILCON perspective, we continued to mature our use of 
centralized asset management principles to size our installations 
and infrastructure properly, building only where required infra- 
structure capacity was not available, or where our cost-benefit 
analysis validated the building of new, more efficient and func- 
tional facilities. 

The result of this effort is our $3.9 billion request for MILCON, 
military family housing and facilities, including $500 million to 
sustain and modernize overseas family housing and to support 
housing privatization in the United States. Our budget request also 
includes accepting some risk with funding facility restoration and 
modernization at 90 percent of historic levels, and sustainment 
funding at slightly more than 80 percent of the OSD-modeled re- 
quirement. 

As part of our broader strategy, we took a deliberate pause in 
funding for military construction for systems that have been can- 
celed, such as our divesture of the C-27 fleet, or that are deferred, 
such as programs delays associated with the F-35. 

By requesting $900 million less for MILCON than we did in fis- 
cal year 2012, our $442 million request for MILCON in 2013 allows 
us to devote limited resources to the most urgent combatant com- 
mander needs in new mission requirements. And as we execute our 
planned force structure changes, we will examine the cor- 
responding infrastructure in base capacity requirements. 

We anticipate that our MILCON program for fiscal 2014 and be- 
yond will be programmed at historic funding levels. With our 
planned force structure reductions in 2013, along with significant 
reductions that have occurred since 2005, we will continue to ad- 
dress the challenge of carefully managing excess infrastructure and 
suboptimal use of existing facilities. 

It is also important to note that locations where planned reduc- 
tions are to occur are not necessarily at greater risk to realign or 
close than are any other installation. In this light, the Air Force 
supports OSD’s requests to the Congress to consider future rounds 
of base realignment and closure actions to evaluate the existing 
base capacity. 

We believe that substantial cost savings from eliminated excess 
infrastructure can be realized only through formal BRAC delibera- 
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tions and efforts to close installations fully, not through mission re- 
alignments and consolidations. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, we continue to 
scrutinize every taxpayer dollar that we spend as stewards of the 
nation’s trust and her resources. On behalf of the men and women 
who proudly serve in the United States Air Force in our country, 
I thank you for your support. I look forward to joining the panel 
in addressing your questions. 

Thank you very much. 

[The information follows:] 
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UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 




GENERAL NORTON A. SCHWARTZ 

Gen. Norton A. Schwartz is Chief of Staff of the 
U.S. Air Force, Washington, D.C, As Chief, he 
serves as the senior uniformed Air Force officer 
responsible for the organization, training and 
equipping of 680,000 active-duty, Guard, Reserve 
and civilian forces serving in the United States and 
overseas. As a member of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, the general and other service chiefs function 
as military advisers to the Secretary of Defense, 

National Security Council and the President. 

General Schwartz graduated from the U.S. Air 
Force Academy in 1 973. He is an alumnus of the 
National War College, a member of the Council on 
Foreign Relations, and a 1994 Fellow of 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology's Seminar 
XXI. He has served as Commander of the Special 
Operations Command-Pacific, as well as Alaskan 
Command, Alaskan North American Aerospace 
Defense Command Region, and the 11th Air 
Force. Prior to assuming his current position, 

General Schwartz was Commander, U.S. 

Transportation Command and served as the single 
manager for global air, land and sea transportation 
for the Department of Defense. 

Genera] Schwartz is a command pilot with more than 4,400 flying hours in a variety of aircraft. He 
participated as a crewmember in the 1975 airlift evacuation of Saigon, and in 1991 served as Chief of Staff of 
the Joint Special Operations Task Force for Northern Iraq in operations Desert Shield and Desert Storm, in 
1997, he led the Joint Task Force that prepared for the noncombatant evacuation of U.S. citizens in 
Cambodia. 

EDUCATION 

1973 Bachelor's degree in political science and international affairs, U.S. Air Force Academy, Colorado 
Springs, Colo. 

1977 Squadron Officer School, Maxwell AFB, Ala. 

1983 Master's degree in business administration, Central Michigan University, Mount Pleasant 

1 984 Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Va. 

1989 National War College, Fort Lesley J, McNair, Washington, D.C. 

1994 Fellow, Seminar XXI, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge 
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ASSIGNMENTS 

1. August 1973 - September 1974, student, undergraduate pilot training, Laughlin AFB, Texas 

2. October 1974 - January 1975, student, C-130 initial qualification training, Little Rock AFB, Ark. 

3. February 1975 - October 1977, C-130E aircraft commander, 776th and 21st tactical airlift squadrons, Clark 
Air Base, Philippines 

4. October 1977 - December 1977, student, Squadron Officer School, Maxwell AFB, Ala. 

5. December 1977 - October 1979, C-130E/H flight examiner, 61st Tactical Airlift Squadron, Little Rock AFB, 
Ark. 

6. October 1979 - November 1980, intern, Air Staff Training Program, Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for 
Plans, Operations and Readiness, Headquarters U S. Air Force, Washington, D C. 

7. November 1980 - July 1983, MC-130E flight examiner, 8th Special Operations Squadron, Hurlburt Field, 
Fla. 

8. July 1983 - January 1984, student, Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Va. 

9. January 1984 - April 1986, action officer, Directorate of Plans, Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Plans 
and Operations, Headquarters U.S. Air Force, Washington, D C. 

10. May 1986 - June 1988, Commander, 36th Tactical Airlift Squadron, McChord AFB, Wash. 

11. August 1988 - June 1989, student, National War College, Fort Lesley J. McNair, Washington, D C, 

12. July 1989 - July 1991, Director of Plans and Policy, Special Operations Command Europe, Patch 
Barracks, Stuttgart-Vaihingen, Germany 

13. August 1991 - May 1993, Deputy Commander for Operations and Commander, 1st Special Operations 
Group, Hurlburt Field, Fla. 

14. May 1993 - May 1995, Deputy Director of Operations, later, Deputy Director of Forces, Office of the 
Deputy Chief of Staff for Plans and Operations, Headquarters U.S. Air Force, Washington, D C. 

15. June 1995 - May 1997, Commander, 16th Special Operations Wing, Hurlburt Field, Fla. 

16. June 1997 - October 1998, Commander, Special Operations Command, Pacific, Camp H.M. Smith, 
Hawaii 

17. October 1998 - January 2000, Director of Strategic Planning, Deputy Chief of Staff for Plans and 
Programs, Headquarters U.S. Air Force, Washington, D C. 

18. January 2000 - September 2000, Deputy Commander in Chief, U.S. Special Operations Command, 
MacDill AFB. Fla 

19. September 2000 - October 2002, Commander, Alaskan Command, Alaskan North American Aerospace 
Defense Command Region and 1 1th Air Force. Elmendorf AFB. Alaska 

20 October 2002 - October 2004. Director for Operations, the Joint Staff. Washington, D C 

21 October 2004 - August 2005. Director, the Joint Staff, Washington. D. C 

22. September 2005 - August 2008, Commander, U.S. Transportation Command, Scott AFB, III. 

23. August 2008 - present, Chief of Staff, Headquarters U.S. Air Force, Washington, D C. 

SUMMARY OF JOINT ASSIGNMENTS 

1. July 1989- July 1991, Director of Plans and Policy, Special Operations Command Europe, Patch 
Barracks, Stuttgart-Vaihingen, Germany, as a colonel 

2. June 1997 - October 1998, Commander, Special Operations Command, Pacific, Camp H.M. Smith, 

Hawaii, as a brigadier general 

3. January 2000 - September 2000, Deputy Commander in Chief, U.S. Special Operations Command, 
MacDill AFB, Fla,, as a lieutenant general 

4. September 2000 - October 2002, Commander, Alaskan Command, Alaskan North American Aerospace 
Defense Command Region and 1 1th Air Force, Elmendorf AFB, Alaska, as a lieutenant general 

5. October 2002 - October 2004, Director for Operations, the Joint Staff, Washington, D C., as a lieutenant 
general 

6. October 2004 - August 2005, Director, the Joint Staff, Washington, D. C., as a lieutenant general 

7. September 2005 - August 2008, Commander, U.S, Transportation Command, Scott AFB, III., as a general 

FLIGHT INFORMATION 

Rating: Command pilot 
Flight hours: More than 4,400 

Aircraft flown: C-130E/H, MC-130E/H/P, HC-130, AC-130H/U, YMC-130, MH-53 and MH-60 
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MAJOR AWARDS AND DECORATIONS 

Defense Distinguished Service Medal with two oak leaf clusters 

Distinguished Service Medal 

Defense Superior Service Medal with oak leaf cluster 

Legion of Merit with two oak leaf clusters 

Defense Meritorious Service Medal 

Meritorious Service Medal with two oak leaf clusters 

Air Force Commendation Medal with oak leaf cluster 

Army Commendation Medal 

EFFECTIVE DATES OF PROMOTION 

Second Lieutenant June 6, 1973 
First Lieutenant June 6, 1975 
Captain June 6, 1977 
Major Nov. 1, 1982 
Lieutenant Colonel March 1, 1985 
Colonel Feb. 1, 1991 
Brigadier General Jan. 1, 1996 
Major General March 4, 1999 
Lieutenant General Jan. 18, 2000 
General Oct. 1 , 2005 

(Current as of August 2009) 
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Introduction 

Shaped by a dynamic geostrategic environment, uncertain economic circumstances, and 
the diffusion of regional centers of influence, the new Department of Defense Strategic Guidance 
focuses our limited resources on deterring and defeating aggression across all domains, 
maintaining a safe, secure, and effective nuclear deterrent, and protecting the homeland, while 
carefully reducing the capacity of forces to ensure the quality of that force. The United States 
Air Force plays an integral role in the refined guidance, and has taken care to protect the 
distinctive capabilities that we provide every day to our Joint, Interagency, and Coalition 
partners. These enduring capabilities include control of air, space, and cyberspace; providing 
global intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance; rapidly moving people and materiel to 
distant destinations worldwide; and holding targets at risk globally. We also deliver cross- 
domain, high-capacity command and control capabilities to implement these capabilities 
effectively, across the full spectrum of conflict. 

We made very difficult decisions to achieve the Air Force’s share of the $487 billion in 
defense savings as mandated by the Budget Control Act of 201 1. Our five focus areas — Force 
Structure, Readiness, Modernization, More Disciplined Use of Defense Dollars, and Taking Care 
of Our People — were integral to our allocating facilities funding as we continued to focus on five 
Service priorities, which serve as a framework for this testimony: (1) continue to strengthen the 
nuclear enterprise; (2) partner with the Joint and Coalition team to win today's fight: (3) develop 
and care for our Airmen and their families; (4) modernize our air, space, and cyber inventories, 
organizations, and training; and (5) recapture acquisition excellence. In addition, as funding for 
military construction becomes more scarce, we made a deliberate effort to build only where 
existing capacity was not available, or where the cost-benefit analysis validated demolishing 
aging facilities and replacing them with more efficient and functional new ones. We are also 
evaluating policies and contracting mechanisms in an effort to reduce construction costs and 
incorporate industry best practices in life cycle management. 

Overview 

Our Fiscal Year 2013 President’s Budget Request contains approximately $3.9 billion for 
military construction, military family housing, and facility sustainment, restoration, and 
modernization. For military construction, we request $442 million, which is $900 million less 
than Fiscal Year 2012. This deliberate pause in our program is an acceptable risk in light of 
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ongoing force structure decisions stemming from the new Defense Strategic Guidance. Our most 
critical projects are captured in this request. One example of how our force structure decisions 
affected military construction is the removal of projects supporting the C-27 from the program. 

In addition, we accepted some risk by electing to wait a year to fund current mission 
requirements, channeling the limited resources to Combatant Commander needs and new 
mission work. We sought to fund our components in accordance with their equity in built 
infrastructure, but the combination of the austere funding environment and component priorities 
led to a shortfall in the Air Force Reserve. 

We advance our efforts to provide quality housing for Airmen and their families by 
dedicating nearly $500 million to sustaining and modernizing overseas housing, and supporting 
housing privatization in the United States. Unaccompanied Airmen remain a top priority, so we 
request $118 million to invest in dormitories, keeping us on track to meet our goal of eliminating 
inadequate housing for unaccompanied Airmen by 2017. 

Finally, we request restoration and modernization funding at 90 percent of historical 
levels, and sustainment funding at slightly over 80 percent of the OSD modeled requirement. 

For the first time, restoration and modernization funds will be centrally managed to address the 
most critical need first, with maintenance efforts that will be tracked to ensure mission success. 

It is important to note that these decisions represent risk to our facilities, although not more 
significant than other tough choices in force structure. We believe that our maturing centralized 
asset management and condition-based maintenance approach will help mitigate this risk. 
Continue to Strengthen the Nuclear Enterprise 

The Air Force is the proud steward of two-thirds of the Nation’s nuclear Triad, operating, 
securing, and maintaining the weapons that enable a safe and effective deterrent. Accordingly, 
our number one priority remains to continue strengthening the nuclear enterprise, with a 
continued focus on compliance, reliability, and accountability from the men and women who fly 
the bombers and man the missile alert facilities in a state of constant vigilance. The Fiscal Year 
2013 budget request supports the stand-up of an additional B-52 squadron at Minot AFB, North 
Dakota, with $4.6 million for a munitions equipment maintenance facility addition. 

Partner with the Joint and Coalition Team to Win Today’s Fight 

The Air Force continues to be an indispensable member of the Joint team, with Airmen 
who make significant contributions in controlling the domains of air and space; providing 
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unprecedented advantages in intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance; moving people and 
cargo with unmatched rapidity around the world; and providing the ability to hold at risk 
potential targets worldwide. We currently have more than 30,000 Airmen deployed, including 
nearly 2,300 Air Force civil engineers. Of particular note, our Air Force Rapid Engineer 
Deployable Heavy Operational and Repair Squadron Engineers (RED HORSE) and our Prime 
Base Engineer Emergency Force (Prime BEEF) personnel are the recognized experts in 
providing installation engineering and airfield capabilities for the joint warfighter. 

Our Fiscal Year 2013 budget request invests $193.3 million in projects that support our 
Joint partners around the world. Examples include: 

• Projects supporting our combatant commanders that will greatly enhance ongoing 
operations. This includes the recapitalization of Headquarters, United States Strategic 
Command at Offutt AFB, Nebraska. 

• New facilities for operations and mission support. An expanded air support operations 
facility at Fort Stewart, Georgia, will allow us to consolidate personnel on the same 
installation as their Joint partners, enabling the synergistic effects of training, working, 
and living together. 

• Intelligence , surveillance, and reconnaissance facilities. The new MQ-9 maintenance 
hangar at Holloman AFB, New Mexico, will provide adequate cover for work on the 
sensitive aircraft, ultimately ensuring that we meet the training requirements of aircrews. 

Develop and Care for Airmen and Their Families 

The all-volunteer force is the foundation of the capabilities that we contribute to the 
defense of the Nation. In our Fiscal Year 2013 budget request, we continue to emphasize 
providing desirable housing and striving to maintain the overall quality of life for our Airmen 
and their families. Our new 2012-2016 Dormitory Master Plan will guide our future 
investments for sustaining existing facilities and recapitalizing those which are inadequate. 

• Billeting 

As part of our basing efficiencies initiative, we propose construction of a $17.6 million 
transient contingency dorm to house personnel supporting rotational aircraft that are transiting 
through Europe. This project, when coupled with the elimination of the host nation maintenance 
contract and real property consolidation, has a payback period of two years. 
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• Dormitories 

The Air Force continues to place a high priority on quality housing for our 
unaccompanied Airmen. Our Fiscal Year 2013 budget request includes two dormitory projects 
totaling $42.5 million-one at Joint Base San Antonio, Texas, to replace an inadequate facility 
with severe infrastructure problems, and the other at Thule AB, Greenland, to replace an 
inadequate 58-year-old building and to contribute to consolidation efforts at Thule that have a 
payback period of less than three years, reduce energy consumption by 35 percent, and are 
projected to save $20 million annually in future years. Collectively, these projects represent 
another step in our quest to provide adequate housing for all unaccompanied Airmen by 2017. 

• Military Family Housing 

As we progress through 2012, we are nearing completion of our efforts to privatize 
family housing in the continental United States. This allows us to deliver high quality homes to 
our members more quickly than ever before, and at significant savings to the taxpayer. Our 
Fiscal Year 2013 budget request for military family housing is approximately $580 million. 
Included in this request is $84 million to improve 400 homes and upgrade infrastructure in Japan, 
as well as nearly $500 million to fund operations, maintenance, utilities, and leases, and to 
manage privatized units for the family housing program. 

Modernize our Air, Space, and Cyberspace Inventories, Organizations, and Training 

Even in the face of declining budgets, we must continue to modernize our force to meet 
the Nation's requirements. Although the pace and scope of this modernization will moderate, we 
must protect programs that are critical to future warfighter needs. Our Fiscal Year 2013 request 
continues to invest in the beddown of new weapon systems. We request $93.5 million for a 
variety of military construction projects, including: 

• Three projects to continue the bed down of our newest fighter, the F-35. These projects 
provide facilities at Hill AFB, Utah, in anticipation of potential aircraft deliveries in 
2015. 

• Three projects supporting our HC/C-130J jleet. These projects include a fuel systems 
maintenance hangar at Little Rock AFB, Arkansas, and flight simulators at Little Rock 
AFB, Arkansas, and Moody AFB, Georgia. 

• Other projects. These will support diverse mission areas, including F-22 support at 
Tyndall AFB, Florida; F-16 training at Aviano AB, Italy; and efforts that are designed to 
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attain the overseas basing efficiencies that were discussed previously, which are projected 
to save up to $120 million over the FYDP. 

Recapture Acquisition Excellence 

The Department of Defense budget reductions, mandated by the Budget Control Act of 
2011, help to underwrite the effort to address the Nation’s fiscal challenges. The Air Force 
continues to enforce disciplined use of precious defense dollars. In addition to the maturation of 
our asset management principles, which allow us to use economies of scale to get the most 
benefit from our funding, our civil engineer community is teaming with our partners in the Army 
and Navy to assess factors that drive defense construction costs higher than comparable facilities 
in the private sector. In Fiscal Year 2013, we are adopting a number of cost optimization 
initiatives on a trial basis, with the goal of increasing the efficacy of our future investments. 
Other Programs of Note 

• Base Realignment and Closure Actions 

All BRAC 2005 recommendations were implemented on schedule in 2011. 

Unfortunately, BRAC 2005 fell short of the Air Force’s goal to reduce excess capacity. 
According to the Department of Defense’s 2004 report to Congress, the Air Force’s 
infrastructure was at 24% in excess of requirements. Seven years later, we have closed seven 
minor installations, and reduced our force by 500 aircraft. Because the Air Force’s current 
excess infrastructure can be effectively reduced only through a future BRAC effort, the Air 
Force supports OSD’s request to Congress to consider future rounds of base realignment and 
closure. 

• Joint Basing 

The last seven of twelve joint bases achieved full operating capability on October 1, 

2010, ahead of the BRAC deadline. Significant progress has been made, and by the end of FY 

2011, we met 88% of the common output level standards at the six installations where we are the 
lead Service. We expect to begin realizing efficiencies from joint basing in the near term while 
providing standardized installation support services to our Joint partners at a reduced cost. 

• Energy 

The Air Force energy vision consists of demand reduction through conservation and 
efficiency, supply increase via alternative energy sources, and a fostered culture where energy is 
thoughtfully considered by all Airmen as they execute their missions. In pursuit of this vision, 


Page 9 



74 


Budget Overview 

March 1, 2012 

the Air Force continues to be a government leader in advancing energy awareness. There are 
many challenges on the road ahead for our energy programs, including tighter budgets, more 
extreme weather patterns, and fluctuating energy costs. We will address these challenges by 
continuing to focus resources on proven, high-return projects at the right bases and at the right 
time. In addition, we are reinvigorating the use of third party financing, which contributes to 
achieving our goals by leveraging private investment for large-scale, long-term energy 
initiatives. The Air Force remains committed to reducing its greenhouse gas emissions and 
carbon footprint by reducing consumption of fossil fuels, both directly by vehicles and facilities, 
and indirectly through more discriminate use of fossil fuel-generated electricity from the 
national electric grids. In Fiscal Year 201 3, we will continue these conservation efforts, which 
already have helped us avoid nearly $600 million in energy costs since 2010. We remain on 
target to meet our goal of obtaining 25% of our electrical energy from renewable resources. 
Conclusion 

The Air Force remains an integral component of the Joint team. We strive to provide the 
critical capabilities of domain control; intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance; rapid 
global mobility; and global strike to sustain the United States’ military advantage in an uncertain 
world. Our Airmen continue to embody excellence in their support of combatant commanders 
around the globe, across the full spectrum of military operations. 

Our Fiscal Year 2013 budget request satisfies our most pressing needs, and it stays true to 
the five fundamental priorities of our Air Force. We continue to mature our use of centralized 
asset management principles to mitigate the risk that we accept by deferring recapitalization of 
current mission facilities. And, we remain committed to caring for our Airmen and their families 
as we strive to eliminate inadequate housing by 2018, and to complete our privatized housing 
initiative in the United States by 2013. 

Finally, we continue to carefully scrutinize every dollar that we spend. Our commitment 
to continued efficiencies, a properly sized force structure, and right-sized installations will enable 
us to ensure maximum returns on the Nation’s investment in her Airmen, who provide our 
trademark, highly valued airpower capabilities for the Joint team. 


Page 

10 



75 


Mr. Culberson. Thank you very much, General Schwartz. 

I know, from our perspective — I heard you say, General 
Dunford — and it is true, I know, for each and every one of you — 
that your top priority is to keep faith with the men and women 
that you represent who serve this nation in uniform. And that is 
true of this committee and the Congress. 

We are immensely proud of you, devoted to you, and will do ev- 
erything in our power to help ensure that the men and women that 
you represent have peace of mind as they go forward to defend our 
nation. 

I know that Texans in particular, as a state, we send more young 
men and women to serve in the military from Texas than I think 
any other state in the union. We are immensely proud of you, have 
a great admiration for the work that you do. 

And we are deeply concerned. My constituents and I are deeply 
concerned about the direction that the Administration is attempt- 
ing to take the United States military with these dramatic cuts 
that he is proposing. 

I know we have an environment in which we have got to find 
savings everywhere we can. And I am confident that with Chair- 
man Young’s leadership, that — and certainly our committee — is 
going to do our best to be frugal and wise and careful with our tax 
dollars. 

But I know that my constituents and I, as I say, share a new 
concern over this new defense strategic guidance that the Adminis- 
tration announced on January 5th of this year that he entitles, 
“Sustaining U.S. Global Leadership and Priorities for the 21st cen- 
tury of defense.” 

As the Congressional Research Service correctly points at, this 
new guidance that Secretary Panetta has begun to implement but 
of course has to come through the Congress and we will have a sig- 
nificant say in whether or not that occurs. 

The CRS points out — and this is a significant concern to me as 
I know it is to other members of Congress — that this new guidance 
document that is designed to implement this new U.S. national se- 
curity strategy that President Obama lays out — that “the conduct 
of the review” — quoting from CRS’s analysis of it — “The conduct of 
the review had no congressional mandate; took place outside of the 
usual framework for crafting U.S. and DoD’s strategic guidance 
and — including the quadrennial defense review and defense strat- 
egy.” 

And of course laws had been in effect for many, many years — 
require that the president submit to Congress a national security 
strategy every year, that the Department of Defense submit a 
quadrennial defense review report that is consistent with that na- 
tional security strategy and containing a national defense strategy 
every 4 years, this is the law, and that the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff submit a national military strategy every 2 years. 

That has been the law; gives some stability and predictability to 
the process, allows the decision makers in Congress and in the 
United States military of the Pentagon, you know, a stable, predict- 
able framework in which to make decisions and it has sort of been 
true throughout my life. 
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I got this when I was in college. This was produced by Casper 
Weinberger, who was then Secretary of Defense in 1981. We cer- 
tainly don’t face this — you know, the Soviet Union, any more at 
this scale; but as Secretary Weinberger pointed out, you know, it 
is important that we have a clear understanding in this case of So- 
viet armed forces — their doctrine, their capabilities, their strengths 
and their weaknesses — is essential to the shaping and maintenance 
of effective U.S. and allied forces. 

And from what I can see — and I know many of my colleagues 
here, this concerns — certainly my constituents do — this New De- 
fense Strategic guidance that President Obama has laid out looks 
like it sort of just pulled out of thin air, and has been presented 
to the Congress and the country. And I am deeply concerned that 
we are not taking, for example, account of the threat the Chinese 
pose to the country; the repositioning of forces around the world; 
the drawdown of combat brigade teams as just a whole variety of 
concerns that we have about the direction that this new strategic 
policy attempts to take us. 

Let me just ask a general question with that in mind and with 
the framework that we have in the past always followed with the 
quadrennial defense review and this careful thoughtful process that 
we have always followed and the strategy that we could always 
fight and win two wars in two fronts in two parts of the world all 
at one time. President Obama seems to be pulling back from that. 

DECREASES IN MILITARY CONSTRUCTION BUDGETS 

So if I could ask — since the Administration has asked the De- 
partment of Defense to reduce your overall budget by $450 billion 
over a 10-year period, I would like to ask the Service Chiefs, since 
we are already seeing a trend to significant MILCON budget reduc- 
tions from the services, if I could ask each one of you four? And 
then I will pass it on and save my other questions for later so ev- 
erybody gets a chance. 

Would you each one of you talk to us about would you be able 
to meet your mission requirements if you have to implement that 
scale of cut? 

And, then, talk about what would then happen if sequestration 
kicks in. Are you going to be able to meet your mission require- 
ments under those circumstances? And what area do you see the 
most risk? 

General Odierno. Mr. Chairman if I could 

Mr. Culberson. I have a big-picture question. 

General Odierno. Yes, sure. 

With the reduction of the 80,000 in the active component, which 
is the majority of our budget reduction — although there are some 
other areas as well — in modernization readiness — we can meet two 
war requirements with the 80,000 reduction. The issue is if we 
have to do sustained operations like we have done in Iraq and Af- 
ghanistan. That is where we would have trouble meeting those re- 
quirements. 

So, as we go through this, our combat capability remains credible 
and will be ready enough to meet, in my mind, two contingencies. 

Where you run into a problem is if they have to conduct long- 
term operations for 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 years. That is where we would then 
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have a problem meeting that requirement like we have over the 
last several years in Iraq and Afghanistan 

Mr. Culberson. I do note that Secretary Panetta was speaking 
February 1, shortly before a meeting. 

And I am quoting from a February 4 article in The Economist — 
on a February 1 mission — this is a response to what you just point- 
ed out, General — that Leon Panetta “dropped a bombshell,” The 
Economist says. He says, “We now hope that American troops in 
Afghanistan will be able to withdraw from combat to an enabling 
role soon after the middle of next year; about 18 months earlier 
than planned.” 


AFGHAN MISSION RISKS 

General Odierno. My assessment of that, and conversations I 
have had with Secretary Panetta — I will not speak for Secretary 
Panetta — but our strategy all along in Afghanistan has been to 
turn more and more responsibility over to the Afghan Army as they 
become capable. And I think that is the strategy we have been exe- 
cuting now for quite some time. 

And I think Secretary Panetta was pointing out that we would 
still be there, but we would turn over more responsibility to the Af- 
ghan Army by the end of 2013. 

And I think that is a judgment that will be made in theater in 
consultation with General Allen and General Mattis as we move 
forward. And, as the Army, we will support the decisions in order 
to provide the capabilities to support their decisions as they move 
forward. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, General. 

Before we — in Afghanistan — if you could, each one of you, talk 
about what risks you see for — can you accomplish your mission re- 
quirements and what areas do you see the most risk? 

General Dunford. Chairman, we actually, inside the Marine 
Corps, began a strategic review in the fall of 2010 and continued 
it on through the most recent strategic review in the department. 

And when we took a look at the nation’s requirements for Ma- 
rines, we, at that time, came up with a number of 186,800 Marines; 
enough Marines to meet a single major contingency operation as 
well as to do crisis response elsewhere in the world simultaneous 
to that contingency operation. 

We are very comfortable that the current budget and the size of 
the Marine Corps in the budget — 182,100 Marines supports the 
strategy, and supports the needs of the combatant commanders. 
The places where we assumed some risk is in our response to 
something in addition to that single major contingency operation; 
its capacity. So we reduced some capacity to get from 186,800 to 
182,100 Marines. 

The other thing we did and — and we are comfortable with this — 
is we originally had planned for 99 percent manning level for our 
units, for our enlisted Marines. And we adjusted that to 97 percent. 
So we accept the risk there, and we will have a slightly higher de- 
ployment to dwell ratio at 182,100 Marines. 

But the commandant has been involved in the discussions with 
the secretary. He is, again, very comfortable with the match be- 
tween the current strategy and the budget that we have for the 
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Marine Corps this year and comfortable that at a 182,100 we can 
meet the combatant commander’s requirements. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you. 

I will save my follow up for my second round, in the interest of 
time. 


BUDGET CONTROL ACT IMPACTS ON STRATEGY 


Admiral. 

Admiral Greenert. Thank you, sir. 

The strategy, as written in my assessment is — yes, we can meet 
that strategy with the following caveat. 

As I have displayed in the chartlet and I spoke to in my com- 
ments, we have to operate forward. There are the ways and means 
to do that with forward deployed naval forces in Rota and Japan 
and forward-stationing ships in Singapore and in Bahrain. 

To the extent we can do that, I am comfortable we can meet the 
requirement. 

My demand signal is called the Global Force Management Alloca- 
tion Plan. And as written, as we approach 2013, and as we dis- 
cussed through the FYDP, I am fine with that. To the extent that 
changes dramatically, I have to go back and look again. 

If sequestration were to take place then we need a new strategy 
and I think we have been pretty clear and consistent on the record 
with that. 

But on the current strategy — current lay-down with the budget — 
as submitted, I am comfortable. 

Mr. Culberson. The Navy could handle it, as the Army has tes- 
tified, a two-war requirement, as long as we are not in a long-term 
obligation in Afghanistan or Iraq. 

Admiral Greenert. Yes sir, there is a capacity risk associated; 
and that is time for the Navy surging forward and, you know, get- 
ting enough there on time. 

And as the Chairman discussed in his testimony, and is written 
in our strategy, we are reviewing the lay-down and if you will — 
that timing too as we speak. And we will adapt and adopt this to 
2020, which is our benchmark year on this defense strategic guid- 
ance and adjust accordingly. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, sir. 

General Schwartz. 

General Schwartz. Mr. Chairman, I concur with the assessment 
of the other Chiefs in that Air Force can meet the demand signal 
that is structured by the New Defense Strategic Guidance. And 
that includes responding to two major contingencies; certainly 
against a major or a peer advisory, and then another contingency 
that might unfold elsewhere that would not require quite the same 
level of effort as the first. 

For example, the new strategy, in my shorthand, does not re- 
quire two regime changes. It does require two war-fighting capa- 
bilities. There is a distinction there and I think that your Air Force 
is structured to satisfy that. 

With respect to sequestration, all bets are off if that occurs. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE STRATEGY 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, sir. 
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Mr. Hale. Mr. Chairman, I would like to respond briefly 

Mr. Culberson. Please, yes sir. 

Mr. Hale [continuing]. To a point you made, if I may — I want 
you to understand this strategy did not arrive out of thin air. 

It was heavily debated by gentlemen at this table and the civil- 
ian leadership of the Department. It was carefully debated. I par- 
ticipated in some of those debates, so I know. It is important that 
you keep in mind the context within which the Congress passed the 
Budget Control Act on a bipartisan basis, which led to the reduc- 
tions that we are accommodating with this new strategy. So I just 
wanted to make sure you understand — that 

Mr. Culberson. Oh certainly. 

Mr. Hale [continuing]. It was carefully considered. 

Mr. Culberson. Yes sir, I didn’t mean to imply that it wasn’t 
carefully considered but it did not follow the normal procedure that 
we have always followed 

Mr. Hale. It wasn’t a quadrennial review but then the Budget 
Control Act was passed last year and we needed to respond. But 
it wasn’t out of thin air. I think that is a real important point. 

Mr. Culberson. Fair enough. Thank you. 

Mr. Bishop. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you very much and thank you all for your 
service. 


NEW BRAC AUTHORITY 

Mr. Hale, I want to direct my first round of questions to you. 

The 2013 budget request calls for two new rounds of BRAC and 
my question is: Is it being budget-driven or is it a result of the 
drawdown, which was planned? We just finished the 2005 round 
last September. We have invested a lot of money into the infra- 
structure. 

I mean I hear you say that you debated heavily, but was there 
a concern that it was a little too early to do another round right 
on the heels of that one, given the fact that we still don’t know the 
impact. What are you going to do with the units that you are mov- 
ing from overseas? Where are you going to place them? 

Mr. Hale. Well our request for BRAC is driven by the force- 
structure cuts that we are proposing, and the need to consolidate 
infrastructure. It was about 10 years between the 1995 and 2005 
round. It would be 8 years between the 2005 and the 2013 round. 
So in terms of time, I don’t think it is that much different than 
past rounds. 

But the main thing that has happened is we have a new strategy 
and we have decided to make force structure cuts. We need to con- 
solidate infrastructure. 

I know how painful this request is when Secretary Panetta was 
here, he spoke from personal experience; since he went through the 
Fort Ord closure while he was a sitting member of Congress. 

But it is the only effective way that we have to drawdown on in- 
frastructure, so yes, we need these two rounds. 

Mr. Bishop. Well, don’t you think that you ought to look overseas 
first? 
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Mr. Hale. I think we ought to do that in tandem. And I will let 
the chief speak to this, because they will know more detail. But we 
absolutely need to look overseas. 

We are making reductions in our overseas presence in some 
places and that needs to be considered; and we will do that. We 
will do it at the same time. But we know there are changes that 
we need to make in our domestic infrastructure. And, again, the 
only effective way to do that is BRAC. 

DOD DEPENDENT SCHOOLS 

Mr. Bishop. Okay. Let me commend you on your budget request 
for the DoD school construction. I understand that the Secretary 
was appalled when he found out about the conditions of the 
schools. Does the defense education and activity budget request of 
$546 million keep on track to recapitalizing more than half of the 
schools by 2015? 

Mr. Hale. I think because of executability it will be 2016. We 
need to do this in a measured way and be good stewards of the 
public’s money, but yes we are moving forward. It was Secretary 
Gates who was really appalled, but I think all of us recognize we 
need to take care of kids and we need to fix those schools. So I 
think we will make half by 2016. That is our current best estimate. 

Mr. Bishop. What is the total cost of recapitalizing more than 
half by 2015 and is there a plan to bring all of them up to speed 
and what standards do you use to determine the adequacy of a 
school? 

Mr. Hale. The total cost — about $4 billion — so it is a very sizable 
sum of money, it is another reason we need to do it with care. 

I think we will look again as we get through the half. We picked 
the ones that were in worst condition — either condition or capac- 
ity — and we will look again as we get closer to the end of this 
round and see. I would assume there will be a need for some ongo- 
ing investments. 

And we tried to do this systematically, establish criteria based on 
condition. I mean we have a ratings scale of quality one to quality 
four — and also capacity — and, literally, did a stoplight chart on ei- 
ther of those two and picked the ones that had the worst problems 
in terms of capacity and condition. So we tried to do this systemati- 
cally, and to be good stewards of the public’s money. 

Mr. Bishop. What was the relative of all of the schools? And of 
course, you obviously picked the worst to address first. But gen- 
erally what was the condition? You said there were four grade lev- 
els? 

Mr. Hale. Oh, I don’t remember, I will have to get you that for 
the record — which ones were first and second and third or fourth. 
I don’t have that in my head. 

[The information follows:] 

The DoD Education Activity schools are being assessed based on the DoD stand- 
ard scale of Q1 — Good, Q2 — Fair, Q3 — Poor, Q4 — Failing. The current distribution 
is Q1 — 22%, Q2 — 12%, Q3 — 50% and Q4 — 16%. DoD is committed to all schools 
being at least at a Q2 rating or better by the end of Fiscal Year 2018. 

Mr. Bishop. I don’t necessarily want to know the particular loca- 
tions. What I am anxious to know, though, is the percentage that 
fell into each of those categories. 
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Mr. Hale. You know, I am going to say there is 20 percent or 
30 percent in the quality — may I supply that for the record because 
I am not sure of the numbers? 

Mr. Bishop. Yes, sir. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hale. I can tell you a lot of these schools were built in the 
1950s and 1960s. And so it is not surprising that they are getting 
old. Your staff may have these numbers for me if I am lucky. 

And it is not surprising that we need to rehabilitate them. I 
mean they are 50-60 years old in some cases. 

Mr. Bishop. My final question on this is why did the date slip 
from 2015 to 2016? 

Mr. Hale. Executability — and by that I mean this is a lot of 
money and there needs to be a planning process. We have to go out 
and do a detailed assessment of the school and then we need to es- 
tablish a contract or a bidding process to get a contractor to do the 
work and it takes time. And we want to do it carefully, as I have 
said several times. We want to spend this money wisely. So we felt 
that the extra year was worth it in terms of ensuring that we were 
good stewards. 

Mr. Bishop. So you thought 2015 was premature? 

Mr. Hale. Well, I would like to have finished it by then, but I 
think we couldn’t have executed it in a manner that was prudent. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you. 

I would like to recognize Chairman Young of Florida. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. 

I may be getting a little bit ahead of the game here. And I realize 
that we don’t have a BRAC program yet, and we don’t know what 
the recommendations will be but one concern that will go through 
Congress — especially the committees that have responsibility — is 
will these decisions be based on budgetary decisions or on mission 
decisions? And I would hope that your answer is going to be obvi- 
ously, “Yes — mission decisions.” But we also know that the budget 
is a really big player, especially for fiscal year 2013. 

So if you want to comment on that, it would be okay if you want 
to but I have a specific question that is based to be hypothetical 
because we are getting ahead of you on the issue of BRAC. 

But the hypothetical question, the specific question is an issue 
that we have been much aware of for quite a long time is, and I 
think you have all heard conversations about Camp Perry. 

Camp Perry has been told to me and members of my sub- 
committee and members of this subcommittee, is extremely impor- 
tant to our mission in the European area. But there has also been 
considerable discussion about closing Camp Perry because of budg- 
etary concerns. 

And I shouldn’t expect you to have any specific answers on Camp 
Perry. But as a hypothetical, as an example, in a case like Camp 
Perry, would the need of the military in the European area out- 
weigh the question of the budget — that might be dollars that might 
be saved — if Camp Perry was closed? 

Mr. Hale. Let me start out with the BRAC process in general, 
Mr. Chairman. 

We will look at every base. We will go out and solicit data from 
that base in terms of their operating costs. In the past rounds, we 
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have had that data audited to try to be sure that it is accurate. 
And then we will compare that to the mission needs and the mis- 
sion needs will reflect the force-structure changes that we are pro- 
posing. 

So I think the answer to your question is it will have a heavy 
component or mission. But, yes, budget comes into play if there are 
two bases that can handle the missions and one is cheaper, we are 
going to select the one that is cheaper. 

We will look at every base, every domestic base, we don’t need 
BRAC authority overseas and I think we will proceed in tandem 
with that. [The Camp Perry one — I need help. We may have to take 
that one for the record.] 

[The information follows:] 

The Department believes the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) addressed 
Chairman Young’s hypothetical question about the need of the military in the Euro- 
pean area outweighing the question of budget during the hearing and discussion 
about the BRAC process. Mr. Hale’s reference about needing help with Camp Perry 
was addressed to other DoD witnesses, who had nothing else to add to the answer 
Mr. Hale provided Mr. Young. There is nothing more which can be added for the 
record. 

Mr. Young. Okay. Well, I mean I use this as an as example be- 
cause it is probably not really high up on everybody’s radar screen. 

Well, anyway we are concerned about that and one reason we are 
concerned is that as you very well know the BRAC process — once 
it comes to Congress, we have a yes or no vote. We do not have 
any ability to affect or change anything dealing with BRAC. So as 
it proceeds, we will always have in the back of our mind the ques- 
tion of mission versus budget. And believe me, as appropriators, we 
understand the importance of the budget. And I mentioned it for 
fiscal year 2011, fiscal year 2012. We have reduced by $39 billion 
below the president’s budget request in order to meet the demands 
of the congressional leadership. 

MARINES AND OKINAWA 

Several of the members of our colleagues just returned this week 
from a visit to Korea and Guam and Okinawa, and you all men- 
tioned that issue in your comments. But their report is that — 
seems like everything is sort of confused right now and not exactly 
sure where the Japanese are going to be, whether or not there is 
appropriate room for Marines on Guam. 

PACIFIC LAY-DOWN 

What can you tell us about this? I understand that this is not 
BRAC but this is something that you all have been talking about 
for a while. 

Mr. Hale. Let me start out — and I mean I can understand the 
confusion. We have been at this for more than a decade and we are 
trying to look for a plan that meets both countries’ needs and is 
affordable. 

I am not going to be able to tell you a lot about the specifics be- 
yond what I said in my statement. We are in active negotiations. 
There are discussions with the Japanese right now, still anticipate 
moving Marines off Okinawa, probably fewer than 5,000 at Guam. 
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We still support the Futenma relocation facility but we will delink 
it from the move. 

But there are a lot of other questions that haven’t been an- 
swered. Just how many will come off — costs — and those are still 
being discussed. And I don’t really have more to tell you. 

Do you want to add to that? Okay. 

General Dunford. Chairman, I have been involved in the issue 
of the Pacific lay-down off and on since 2007. As you know, much 
of the discussion is pursuant to the agreed upon implementation 
plan of 2006. 

I would tell you this, for the first time since I have been involved 
with it, the plan that we have inside the Marine Corps, the plan 
we have inside the department, the plan we have inside the U.S. 
interagency and inside the Pacific command are all the same. 

In other words, we have a common vision of how to best support 
our nation’s interests and the Pacific commander’s priorities in the 
Pacific right now. We have gone forward with that plan to the Jap- 
anese. There were some negotiations early this month and in fact, 
as we speak, the final negotiation is going on again at the end of 
the month. 

But we have gone in with a plan and, I think, very much, again, 
it supports our nation’s interest as well as the Pacific commander’s 
priorities. And we are confident the negotiating team went in there 
and articulated that in such a way that will be successful; and will 
come back with a plan that is sustainable. 

Mr. YOUNG. Thank you very much for that. I know that you are 
going to work it out and I told our travelers that they will work 
it out. And I understand the confusion now. 

Mr. Chairman, just one more quick question. 

And I go back to BRAC for just a minute. When the BRAC Com- 
mission is established — and we know who the commissioners are, 
and they begin their work — will you as the chiefs of the services — 
will you have opportunity to have input into their negotiations or 
the considerations that they will be considering as far as any 
changes that they make? Or will you be left out of the picture? 

General Schwartz. Sir, it is certainly my expectation — I am sure 
shared by the others — that the input that the Department makes 
would be one in which we, as the Service Chiefs, have a major role. 
And that, yes, we would have an opportunity perhaps even to tes- 
tify before the BRAC Commission in order to assure that the inter- 
ests of the respective Services are well understood. 

Admiral Greenert. Mr. Chairman, if I may — we actually are 
thinking of benchmarking the way we approached the “Don’t Ask, 
Don’t Tell” repeal from the perspective of how does the fleet, in our 
case — the fleet see it — and senior enlisted officer — what is impor- 
tant; and bring all of that together to myself, as shared in the tank 
with the service chiefs; bring it to the secretary and have a very 
holistic look with feedback to be sure that we are taking everything 
into account — to your point earlier, not just money, but military 
utility and other second or third-order effects. 

General Odierno. Congressman, we will have the opportunity to 
identify people that will clearly support the commission. We helped 
to recommend criteria that they should look at as we look to con- 
duct BRAC, and I think those are very important inputs. 



84 


And so we do have an opportunity to shape this as we move for- 
ward, and we will work very closely with the commission and with 
Congress as we do this. 

Mr. YOUNG. Well thank you all very much for that. 

And for those of you that I have had a chance to work with over 
the years, you know that I have complete confidence in the mili- 
tary; allowed to participate in these major issues. You will work it 
out. And you work it out in such a way that it is effective and defi- 
nitely in the interest of our readiness and our soldiers who provide 
the readiness. 

So thank you very much, and I apologize for trying to get into 
your head ahead of the BRAC situation, but we have confidence 
in — you will work it out the way it is right though. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you Chairman Young. 

I want to reiterate something Chairman Young said. I know that, 
certainly for my part — I know my colleagues, I am confident, feel 
the same way — we want to be sure that your work, your decisions 
are driven by the mission and not the budget; as we always have 
been. That is why I thought it is astonishing this is already 30 
years old. Because our tradition has always been that your work, 
your decisions, the work that we do together is driven by the mis- 
sion and not the budget. 

We want to make sure that stays that way. So as you go through 
your answers in the testimony today, I hope you will have a chance 
to address that. Thank you very much. 

Let me recognize my good friend from California, Mr. Farr. 

Mr. Farr. Thank you very much Mr. Chairman. This is a very 
important hearing and I appreciate the service, the career services, 
of all the gentlemen here. 

And I appreciate Mr. Young’s discussion on BRAC. I have prob- 
ably been more BRAC-ed than any other member of Congress. I 
have probably more BRAC experience and am knowledgeable about 
reuse than any other member because, as Mr. Hale pointed out, my 
predecessor, Secretary Panetta had Fort Ord BRAC-ed under this 
service in the Congress and left it to me to see the closure and 
reuse. 

And out of that I have really become knowledgeable of the proc- 
ess. But also because of the challenges of BRAC; of the Naval Post- 
graduate School being, one time, looked at; Defense Language In- 
stitute; of being able to figure out how to get the best uses out of 
these institutions. 

And I just gave everybody a copy of what we have done locally 
as to figure out, “How do we get best use out of collaboration?” Be- 
cause although there is a collaborative sitting at this table, they 
are all sitting at the top of huge silos that go all the way down, 
all over the world on the ground. 

And often at the ground level there is no inter-operational dis- 
cussions or knowledge of what others do. So we have been trying 
to do that to essentially get the best bang out of the defense buck. 

And we have learned in the process that we still — although we 
closed the largest military training base in the United States and, 
frankly, the first one that was ever integrated — training base inte- 
grated in the United States was Fort Ord. But we lost a lot in our 
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local economy. But we have been able to grow the remaining 11 dif- 
ferent installations or operations into a $1.4 billion military ex- 
pense. So, my questions are going to be about that. 

And I have four questions for General Odierno and four ques- 
tions for Admiral Greenert. And then I will, on the second round, 
get into some BRAC questions. 

DEFENSE LANGUAGE INSTITUTE 

All you know is that DoD’s premier language and cultural train- 
ing location is in Monterey, California at the Defense Language In- 
stitute in collaboration with the Naval Postgraduate School, which 
teaches a variety of international military students regional geog- 
raphy and cultural anthropology with common standards for active 
and reserve component personnel. 

The mission essential requirements for the Civil Affairs Officers 
are the very same programs already being conducted at both 
schools; foreign language training, regional geographical training 
and cultural anthropology training. 

And so having said this, my question to General Odierno is, can 
you tell me whether the decision has been made about who owns 
the proponency of Civil Affairs? Is it Special Ops or is it TRADOC 
or who is the owner of that? 

General Odierno. In fact, Congressman, last week we were 
doing a SOCOM talks and this was one of the topics we discussed. 
And we have not yet decided proponency. And it is a discussion we 
have to have because there are two types. 

We have Civil Affairs supporting Special Operations forces. We 
have Civil Affairs supporting conventional forces. And we have to 
bring these together. And so our discussion is, how do we bring 
these together to be more efficient about training Civil Affairs? 

So we have had several options that we are currently looking 
at — first, to establish proponency; and then, where would we do 
this training? So, we are still taking a look at this. And this is 
something that I have asked TRADOC to work with Special Oper- 
ations Command to provide recommendations back up to the De- 
partment of the Army on where we move on this. So this is still 
in progress. 

One of the course of actions we are considering is in fact, “Could 
it be co-located with DLI in Monterey?” That is one of the course 
of actions. One of the course of actions is also that it would consoli- 
date at Fort Bragg. And so those are the types of things that we 
will continue to discuss as we move forward, Sir. 

Mr. Farr. Well, you know I am a strong proponent for Monterey 
because you have got the language component there. That is al- 
ready there. You have the operations with the Naval Postgraduate 
School. You have Fort Hunter Liggett as an incredible 168,000 acre 
training base, can do brigade on brigade. It is huge. 

So, I am keen on trying to leverage whatever is possible to get 
you to decide that Monterey is the place. And because of the clo- 
sure of Fort Ord, we still have a lot of defense — actually Army 
lands that are available and Army facilities that are available. 

You are aware of all the assets that are already there and how 
good they are? 
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General Odierno. Congressman, first I would tell you that I was 
a battalion commander in 1992 at Fort Ord, California when it 
closed. So I am very aware of the capabilities. I spent a lot of 
nights and days at Fort Hunter Liggett and Camp Roberts and I 
actually just visited, about 2 months ago, both the Defense Lan- 
guage Institute and the Naval Postgraduate School because of what 
it brings to our force. And I am trying to figure out how we better 
leverage those for other activities we have ongoing in the Army. 

Specifically, we are putting together a Strategic Planners Pro- 
gram that we think will include both the Defense Language Insti- 
tute and the Naval Postgraduate School to help us to develop this. 

So we understand the capabilities out there. And I personally un- 
derstand the capabilities out there. And we want to utilize them to 
the best extent we can because it is, frankly, a national treasure. 

Mr. Farr. Thank you. 

National treasure — last time we heard that in this committee 
was — General Abizaid was here as regional commander, and he got 
his training in Arabic at the DLL And I was asking the question 
of whether those were great assets in theater. And he said exactly 
the same thing you did. 

He said it is a national treasure to this committee and he said 
something really profound. He said, until Americans learn to cross 
the cultural divide, we will never maintain peace. 

And I argued that if you want to learn to cross the cultural di- 
vide, Monterey is the place to do it. So, thank you very much. 

NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL 

I have a question for Admiral Greenert. I think you are familiar 
with the initiative at Naval Postgraduate School to provide re- 
gional security education and cultural awareness training to de- 
ploying naval carrier and expeditionary strike groups. 

NPS — CULTURAL AWARENESS PROGRAMS 

This program is called RCEP. It was created in the wake of the 
terrorist bombing of the USS COLE to ensure that commanders 
and personnel assigned to deploying naval forces are aware of his- 
torical context and strategic importance of current issues in and re- 
gions in which they will operate. 

In a recent addition to the RCEP — a recent addition to the RCEP 
Program has been the cultural awareness training to prepare each 
sailor and Marine for cultural sensitivities encountered as they get 
off ships or deploy in an area. And so, given our new focus on the 
Pacific arena, and the richness of the myriad of cultures that reside 
there, wouldn’t the specialized regional security education and cul- 
tural awareness provided by RCEP Program be greatly — of great 
benefit for forces deploying in PACOM? 

Admiral Greenert. Congressman, absolutely. 

And I think we have budgeted accordingly. And in fact, as you 
said, it has got a pretty good return on investment. I have to be 
honest with you, when I first saw it I thought, what are we going 
to do with this? 

And then we listened to the strike group commanders come back 
and say what a great help it was; and how it did everything from 
reducing the liberty incidents ashore, which can become a strategic 
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problem, to enabling folks who go ashore to do community projects 
immediately, you know, integrate and get a big return on invest- 
ment. So, sir, we are in. 

NPS — INTERNATIONAL STUDIES BUILDING 

Mr. Farr. Well I heard the program is being cut, you are assur- 
ing me that 

Admiral Greenert. I am assuring you 

Mr. Farr. All right. Thank you. 

Admiral Greenert [continuing]. That we are in. It is not going 
to get cut if I have anything to do with it, sir. 

Mr. Farr. Let me ask the same question about — I have been try- 
ing for more than a decade to persuade the Navy to build a new 
academic building for the international studies at the Naval Post- 
graduate School. It has been in the FYDP for many years, but kept 
getting pushed to the out-years. Unfortunately, it completely fell off 
the FYDP list this year. 

The programs that would be housed in this new building are 
sorely needed by the Navy, particularly with the president’s pivot 
for the Pacific. The Center for Homeland Defense, the Defense Re- 
sources Management Institute, the National Security Affairs, the 
Center for Civil-Military Relations, the Center for Post-Conflict 
Stabilization and Reconstruction Studies, the International Stu- 
dents Program Office, the Dean’s Office, and other academic groups 
such as the Global Public Policy Group. 

So I am just wondering if we can get that back on and work with 
us to get the SIGS building back on the FYDP? 

Admiral Greenert. We will go back and take a look at it, sir. 
I am not familiar with it, but I will go look at it. I understand your 
interest and we will give it a good review in this FYDP. 

Mr. Farr. Yes, well, we have something in there for Big Sur 
Navy, and that could be easily — the Navy left there a long time 
ago, so that might be something you could transfer to this project. 
I appreciate that. 

Let me just read some, and that is the end of it. Both to the Gen- 
eral and Admiral — my next comment is about the joint FAO pro- 
gram located in Monterey. 

I want to commend you both for your robust support for the 
FAOs, and particularly for the Navy, growing their program so 
quickly. 

The Joint FAO Program is housed at the Naval Postgraduate, 
but DOI provides individual language instruction to the FAOs 
when they are on campus for refresher courses in their regional 
skill development. It has been particularly popular with the FAOs 
and critical to our national security strategy and deserves to be 
POM. 

I mean, the question there is really for Mr. Hale — is that can we 
work with you in seeing that we can get that program POM’d in 
the Joint FAO Program? 

Mr. Hale. We will look at it in the Program/Budget Review for 
2014. I don’t want to make any promises I can’t keep, but we will 
take a look at it. 

Mr. Farr. Thank you very much. 
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I will save the other questions for 
round two. 

Mr. Culberson. Sure. Thank you, Mr. Farr. 

And I want to make sure that I note that Admiral Greenert and 
General Dunford have a hard stop at 12:30 to enable them to go 
and testify in front of Chairman Young’s subcommittee, as I know 
you do, too, sir, nearby. So with that in mind, and we really appre- 
ciate you being here, Chairman Young, I want to recognize — and 
again, we are going to go in the order in which the members ar- 
rived at the hearing. 

Mr. Austria of Ohio. 

Oh, sorry. I can’t see him there. I apologize. 

All right; Mr. Flake, Arizona. 

Mr. Flake. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hale, with regard to OCO budget request for 2013, it in- 
cludes full funding for the current force levels in Afghanistan and 
despite discussions that there will be a drawdown before the end 
of the year. A CQ article published in January of this year noted 
that, “Some of the extra room may be needed in the event of auto- 
matic spending cuts.” 

To what degree was your OCO request influenced by the possi- 
bility of sequestration? 


SEQUESTRATION 

Mr. Hale. We are still working with OMB to fully understand 
how sequestration would work. But it does appear that OCO would 
be affected, and I think that is one of the many reasons why we 
need Congress to do something to get rid of this thing called “se- 
questration.” 

Mr. Flake. Well, my concern is that we — just honest budgeting. 
OCO isn’t subject to the spending caps. And so, if there is further 
drawdown, do you see that OCO funds being transferred to use for 
other items? 

Mr. Hale. Well, first off, let me say why we stayed at 68,000 
troops for the fiscal 2013 level, which is: We did not want to tie 
the hands of the president in terms of decisions he might make. We 
want him to be able to make the decisions based on fiscal 2013 
troop levels, depending on what his commanders tell him and 
based on conditions on the ground. And we can’t know those now, 
and so we budgeted at 68,000. 

If there are further drawdowns below 68, yes, it may yield some 
further reductions in OCO. My experience has been that the 
drawdowns tend to take place right at the end of the year, because 
the commanders want to keep troops as long as they can. So I 
think the savings might be quite modest, but it is possible. And in 
that case, then we would need to work with OMB and Congress to 
decide how to accommodate it. There may be other higher bills, 
there often is, but we would have to work that in execution. 

Mr. Flake. Right. Now keep in mind I am not trying to cast 
blame on the military for the way we account here in Congress. We 
do this all the time, plus-up those accounts where there is no budg- 
et cap. I just hope that we can. 

And I have written a letter along with some of my colleagues to 
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee to make sure that 
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we have a more realistic honest accounting on the budget side. If 
these are OCO accounts, they should be used for what they are 
designated for, and not just as a way to move money around later. 

But anyway, I know time is sensitive, so I will go on and yield 
my time back. 

Thanks. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, Mr. Flake. 

I recognize my friend from Virginia, Mr. Moran. 

Mr. Moran. Thank you very much, Chairman Culberson. 

I just got some numbers by — provided by my excellent staff. And 
as you know, our staffs are terrific. They check these numbers. 
Over the last 3 years, Mr. Chairman, military personnel has gone 
down by 2 percent, operations and maintenance went up by 8 per- 
cent, procurement went down by 3 percent, RDT&E — we are very 
interested in them — went down by 8 percent. 

DECREASE IN MILCON SPENDING 

But here is the shocker. Military construction went down by 35 
percent over the last 3 years. So I guess my question to the distin- 
guished panel is: Is it something Chairman Culberson did? I mean, 
what is the problem here? 

“What is up with that?” is the appropriate question. That is the 
question I will pose. Maybe Mr. Hale has an answer 

Mr. Hale. Mr. Moran, what years were those, just so I under- 
stand? 

Mr. Moran. From fiscal year 2011 to fiscal year 2013. 

Mr. Hale. Okay. 

Mr. Moran. It is assuming that budget request for each year. 

Mr. Hale. Right. And I mean, as I said in my statement, you 
heard from the chiefs, we re-phrased military construction. We 
don’t know for sure yet what projects we will in view of the force 
cuts that we are proposing. 

And so, yes, there are cuts in fiscal 2013. I would anticipate that 
you will see them restored in the out years, where we need the 
military construction. But there definitely was a re-phasing in this 
budget, and that is driving the numbers that you just mentioned. 

Mr. Moran. So you backed into the budget number by taking it 
out of MILCON. I can understand that. I don’t mean to give you 
a hard time. 

Mr. Hale. No, I really don’t think we backed into it. 

Mr. Moran. Well, I won’t argue with that, yes. The efficiencies 
line, which some might suggest is a bit of a fudge line. So let me 
address this to our undersecretary responsible for budgets. But in 
fiscal year 2012, you proposed more than $150 billion in efficiencies 
between fiscal year 2012 and fiscal year 2016. And now your budg- 
et identifies an additional $60 billion. 

So we are now talking about $210 billion in what are called effi- 
ciencies. The Army is going to save $19 billion by streamlining sup- 
port functions, consolidating I.T. The Navy is going to save $6 bil- 
lion by implementing strategic sourcing of commodities and serv- 
ices. The Air Force is going to save about $7 billion by reducing 
service support contractors, re-phasing MILCON projects. And 
then, there are other efficiencies, $30 billion including reductions 
in the Office of the Secretary. 
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The question is: How do you intend to achieve these proposed ef- 
ficiencies without further cutting the federal civilian workforce, 
which is not reflected in the budget? 

Mr. Hale. Well, we will do what we did a year ago. There was 
some of the same skepticism, I think, in fairness. And we have 
gone through a year when we took those $150 billion and made 
them specific. There are now specific targets, there are projects, 
there are people in charge, there are dates when they have to be 
done. There is an oversight process in the services and one in OSD. 

We will do the same thing with the $60 billion that we are pro- 
posing now. Some of them are already definite; some of them need 
to be specified. Could they yield changes in civilian personnel? Pos- 
sibly, but we will do that only, Mr. Moran, if we think that we can 
essentially do it through efficiencies. We can still accommodate the 
mission. 

And I wouldn’t expect large additional cuts in the civilian work- 
force. Many of them are more oriented toward our contracts, re- 
phasing MILCON, I.T. consolidation will be more heavily related to 
contractors. But there could be some. 

MILITARY HOUSING 

Mr. Moran. Well, housing. Let me ask about housing. In 2000, 
we spent $13.5 billion. By this year that is increased by almost 
two-thirds. The costs per member have gone up by 60 percent. We 
now spend almost $14,000 per year, per service member on hous- 
ing. 

In the mid-1990s, we had a report that 60 percent of the mili- 
tary’s family housing was inadequate, and so under the Clinton ad- 
ministration we implemented this policy of privatizing housing on- 
base, and then meeting 100 percent — the basic housing allowance 
went up to 100 percent of the private market. 

Do you know what the figure is now? I am not sure it differs 
among agencies, but what is the figure now for the percentage of 
inadequate housing in terms of what we are providing on the num- 
bers? 

Mr. Hale. I don’t know that one, sir. 

General Schwartz. I can speak for the Air Force, sir. For us, we 
have 76,000-plus military family housing units. Of that total, there 
are roughly 10,000 that are considered inadequate, half of which 
will go away by the end of 2015. And we will, by the mandate of 
2018, have implemented privatization fully. And we will have 
eliminated the inadequate housing stock. 

Mr. Moran. Well, it does seem — thank you, General — if that is 
the only specific. It is just an interest — it is a very specific interest 
in military construction appropriations subcommittee. It does seem 
as though the private housing has worked. I know in Belvoir it is 
nice housing. 

General Odierno. Congressman, if I could 

Mr. Moran. Go ahead. 

General Odierno [continuing]. I can get back to you with specific 
numbers, but I would tell you that the Army has the largest 
amount of housing. And I will tell you the privatization of the 
housing has made a significant difference in the welfare of our fam- 
ilies and our soldiers. 



91 


[The information follows:] 

The Army’s privatized housing program completed its privatization efforts at 44 
installations in 2010. A total of 80,595 homes transferred with a projected end-state 
of 85,424 homes once the initial development periods are completed in 2016. This 
represents 98 percent of the Army’s inventory in the U.S., to include Alaska and 
Hawaii. The other 2 percent will be provided through traditional MILCON means. 
Once transferred to a private partner, none of the privatized homes are considered 
to be inadequate. As of October 2011, the program has greatly improved the quality 
of life for Families by delivering 27,947 new homes and 23,025 renovated homes. 

Mr. Moran. Yes. 

General Odierno. We have implemented that fully throughout 
all of our Army and the quality of life increases quite significantly. 
And so, the percentage of substandard housing is significantly 
lower than it was and I can get you the specifics. 

Mr. Moran. Yes. Well, it was a good idea and it worked. So just 
the very last thing, since I have got you — General Odierno. 

ARLINGTON CEMETERY — COLUMBIA PIKE 

In 2005, the National Defense Authorization Act required a land 
exchange or 4 Vi acres between Arlington County and the Arlington 
National Cemetery. I would be interested to know what the status 
is of that land exchange and I understand we want a second land 
exchange with Arlington County. Why is that needed? I don’t want 
you to take up too much time because I have got colleagues here 
that want to ask questions. But can you address it? 

General Odierno. Yes, please. 

Congressman, first I want to thank you for your support on this 
issue. It is an important one as we continue to look at the expan- 
sion of Arlington National Cemetery. This will be the second ex- 
pansion project which moves into what used to be the Navy Annex. 

It has to really do about Columbia Pike. Right now, we simply 
can give 4.5 acres. We actually can give you more than that if we 
go south of Columbia Pike and then it would cause us not to have 
to have Columbia Pike in the middle of Arlington National Ceme- 
tery. We think it is something that we have to continue to work 
with the local authorities. We think it is the right solution that will 
allow us to expand Arlington National Cemetery. 

It will make it easier for us to sustain it. And frankly, we think 
it is also a better deal for the local governments as well. And so 
we are in the process of working with them on that now. 

Mr. Moran. I agree with you. It is the right thing to do, and I 
am impressed that the Chief of Staff of the Army is on top of this 
issue as well as he is. He has obviously gotten good staff briefing 
on this. 

I won’t take up any more time. 

Mr. Chairman, thank you. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you very much, Mr. Moran. 

We recognize the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Nunnelee. 

Mr. Nunnelee. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

IMPACT OF FORCE STRUCTURE REDUCTION ON MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION BUDGETS 

General Schwartz, I have seen reviews on the personnel impacts 
on the Air Force’s proposed force-structure changes. I really have 
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not seen a lot of discussion on the military construction aspect of 
the force structure changes. Is the Air Force taking in to consider- 
ation any new construction costs that would be incurred as aircraft 
are relocated and if so, how are you doing that? 

General Schwartz. We have to perform the site surveys that are 
required to determine the exact project scope and requirements of 
relocation and so on. And so that is not in the 2013 program. That 
would come in in subsequent program years, sir. 

Mr. Nunnelee. But would all of that be considered before any 
final decision is made on changes? 

General Schwartz. The transitions that we have already an- 
nounced will occur have minimum impact in terms of MILCON. 
That was looked at as part of the process of deciding where to re- 
duce the force structure. 

Admittedly, however, this was done as I would describe at table- 
top level. It still requires on the ground surveillance and that will 
occur. 

Mr. Nunnelee. All right. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I yield back. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, Mr. Nunnelee. 

I recognize my friend from Georgia. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I apologize for 
having to leave. I had simultaneous hearings going on. Fortunately 
the other one was right across the hall. 

PROPOSED BCT REDUCTIONS 

You know, I have, obviously, an affinity and great interest in the 
Army as well as the Marine Corps. I have both of those bases in 
my district. But in the February 27 edition of Inside the Army, you 
were quoted from a February 23 session with reporters, during 
your visit to AUSA, stating that the idea of dropping to 32 brigade 
combat teams was gaining traction of — the cost of a plan in the 
works to add a third maneuver battalion to the services overall 
BCT structure. 

Now as the member who represents Fort Benning, the future bri- 
gade combat team structures is real important to me. So can you 
explain to the committee what it is that makes the change from 37 
BCTs to 32 BCTs better overall for the Army and what potential 
installations would the additional reductions in the BCT forces 
come from, and how would that be implemented? 

General Odierno. First, there has been no final decision made 
on that. We have done significant analysis from training and doc- 
trine command, both from an operational, strategic and tactical 
and across the spectrum of conflict of what is the organization that 
we need within the Army in order to best meet our future missions 
and it is clear that we need to have a third maneuver battalion in 
our brigade. 

Now, looking at that to decide how we would implement that — 
it eliminates some overhead, but frankly it would add to the num- 
ber of battalions that we have to our brigade. So the overall num- 
bers, whether it be 37 brigades or 32 brigades, of people would not 
change that much. It would just be a minor adjustment in the 
number of people; although you would lose some brigade flags. 
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We have not done analysis yet on where those brigade flags 
would come out of because we want to look at — it would be based 
on facilities. It would be based on other decisions, if we decided to 
implement this strategy of going to a third maneuver battalion. 

And so our assessment would be done on the quality of training, 
capabilities at an installation, the quality of motor pools — and we 
would do an assessment of all of that and then make a decision. 

And we would also look at it from a perspective of sustaining, 
close to each other, our chain of command in our divisions. You 
know, so, for example, within Georgia, part of that is making sure 
we keep Third Infantry Division in Georgia as we continue to reor- 
ganize. 

So those would be the considerations that we look at as we 

THIRD INFANTRY DIVISION 

Mr. Bishop. With regard to the 3rd ID, there has been some dis- 
cussion and some speculation that in the consolidation process, you 
are likely to bring home units that have been separated to their 
mother unit. 

For example, 3rd ID, is based at Fort Stewart with one brigade 
at Fort Benning. And so is Army planning to move the brigade 
from Benning to Stewart? 

General Odierno. No. Again, it is about analyzing the facilities 
that are available at each and how we can best maximize our train- 
ing. What we don’t want to do is incur any MILCON costs to our- 
selves as we walk our way through this. 

So we want to use existing infrastructure. We think we have the 
existing infrastructure to do this reorganization. But that is one of 
the considerations that we will look at before we make any deci- 
sions. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I recognize my colleague from Texas, Mr. Carter, representing 
Fort Hood. 

Mr. Carter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

central technical support facility 

And to all of you, thank you very much for being here. 

First I would like to speak to General Odierno about something 
that is kind of important to Fort Hood right now. I want to talk 
to you about the central technical support facility. 

There is a recent suggestion that that should be moved to Aber- 
deen Proving Grounds and I want to first, I guess the question is, 
at the Army level, I know they have done a cost-benefit analysis 
by — the CECOM command — but at the Army level, have they 
looked at this support facility? 

And specifically, I talked to the secretary of the Army about it. 
I would specifically like to point out that the last move that was 
made from New Jersey to Aberdeen, a report that was submitted 
about the lack of educated workforce to backfill the losses that they 
made by that move. I know you are an old Fort Hood soldier. 

And I can assure you that there are not very many people plan- 
ning on moving out of Texas to Aberdeen, and so you would have 
to backfill that. And I think that is an important element to a cost 
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benefit analysis that would have to be analyzed is, where are you 
going to get the educated workforce to meet your needs at Aber- 
deen if this move is made? 

So I would like to suggest the Army do an Army wide cost ben- 
efit analysis and take a hard look at this because it is really impor- 
tant to the people in my part of the world. They are all talking 
about what they are going to do when this happens, because they 
are not moving. 

You have any comments on that? 

General Odierno. First, Congressman, I would tell you that we 
have asked the Army to look at where you might be able to gain 
efficiencies. So there is a lot of sub-analysis that is going on that 
has not yet been brought up to the Department, and it might not 
ever make it up to the Department of the Army as we look at dif- 
ferent ways to consolidate and save money based on what we think 
is best for continuing to improve our forces. 

So I would just tell you that the CTSF, which, as you know I am 
very familiar with, has not yet been brought up to our level. If it 
is, we will certainly make sure that we do a full Army cost-benefit 
analysis on it if it makes it up to our level. 

Mr. Carter. Well, I guess we all know that one of the things 
that is making our economy stutter is that there is so many unan- 
swered questions out there at every level and these people are 
dealing with unanswered questions right now and it is making 
them very nervous. 

Another thing we are going to have to do, we all recognize it. We 
are going to have to reduce — there is probably going to have to be 
reductions in the civilian workforce on these posts and the contract 
workforce; the contractors. And I have got a couple of questions. 

CONTRACT SECURITY PEOPLE IN AFGHANISTAN 

What do you think that is going to do to the operation of the 
post? But more importantly, I heard from one of my colleagues 
that — one of our female colleagues — and she understood that we 
are pulling out of Afghanistan with our contract security people, 1 
March. 

The people we have hired to do security in Afghanistan are going 
to be pulling out either the first of March or the end of March is 
what was reported to me and I assume that the Army and the Ma- 
rines are going to have to fill in those security missions over there 
if that is the case. 

Do you have any knowledge about that or what is going on with 
that? Because we have heard that 

General Odierno. Yes, I would just say I have not heard that 
specifically. That would be something that would be decided within 
CENTCOM. We have not been yet asked to backfill any require- 
ments to support that. So I have not heard anything specifically 
about that yet. 

Mr. Bishop. Would the gentleman yield on that? 

Mr. Carter. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. Bishop. Doesn’t that funding come from the Department of 
State and not from the Department of Defense for those functions; 
those contractors? 
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General Odierno. No it depends on what they are doing. And I 
would say there could be some that are Department of State but 
they also could be Department of Defense as well. 

Mr. Carter. Reclaiming my time — it could be the State, Depart- 
ment because it actually came from one of the subcommittee chair- 
men that deals with issues from state Foreign OPS subcommittee, 
and that concerned me a great deal. And I know we are about to 
shut down, but I have got to ask a question of General Schwartz 
if you don’t mind. 

C— 130 WING MOVING TO MONTANA FROM TEXAS 

General Schwartz, we have got a C-130 wing at Fort Worth that 
has been suggested to be moved to Montana from Texas. Now most 
of us that live in hurricane alley down here, we are very proud of 
that C-130 National Guard group that has responded to disaster 
after disaster after disaster on the Gulf coast from Florida to 
Texas. 

I have had colleagues from other states ask me about this issue 
because — especially our friends in Louisiana — because I under- 
stand that your C-130 Guard unit from Fort Worth was first on 
the scene in Louisiana for one of the hurricanes. These folks are 
being transferred up to Montana. Now I understand you had an F— 
16 group. Is that what you had up there? 

General Schwartz. It is F— 15 Unit, sir. 

Mr. Carter. F-15 group? And they moved to San Diego? 

General Schwartz. California, that is correct. 

Mr. Carter. At least it was suggested to me that there are al- 
ready noise pollution issues, a local ordinance that you are going 
to have to address there. Did you hear anything about that? 

General Schwartz. Sure. Sir, a couple of parts to this — first of 
all, the relocation from Montana to California is driven by North 
American Aerospace Defense Command, air sovereignty require- 
ments. 

To the Fresno Air National Guard wing in Fresno, California, it 
currently is equipped with F-16s, old F-16s. And the proposal is 
to relocate aircraft from Montana, which do not perform that mis- 
sion at their current base, to a location where they would do it 
without having to leave their home base to perform the air sov- 
ereignty mission. 

That is the logic of using F-15s in the Guard to support the air 
sovereignty mission. Now, with regard to the unit at Fort Worth — 
we are reducing C-130 lift capability in the Air Force by 65 air- 
craft, 39 of which we will retire in 2013, for a total of 318 air- 
planes. Significantly, there are other C-130 assets, admittedly not 
Air National Guard, but other C-130 assets in the state of Texas. 
You are well aware, Abilene has 28 airplanes. There are other Na- 
tional Guard assets in Arkansas, in Mississippi and so on for, you 
know, interstate compact employment and so on. 

And we are back-filling the C-130 unit at Fort Worth with the 
MC-12s, which is an important intelligence, surveillance, and re- 
connaissance aircraft that certainly would serve the border surveil- 
lance in counter-drug missions in your part of the world, sir; and 
employ all of the skills and some different skills frankly, that the 
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former unit had in enduring mission. A mission that is going to be 
with us, sir for 

Mr. Carter. How many planes would be in that 

General Schwartz. Nine to 11, probably nine, maybe 11 MC- 
12s, sir. 

Mr. Carter. It was very curious because this is considered a 
very prime asset. Our governor considers it a very prime asset to 
our state. He is concerned about it. And you are going to have to — 
do you have hangars in Montana, or you have to build C-130 hang- 
ars? 

General Schwartz. We would have to modify the existing hang- 
ars, sir. 

Mr. Carter. And retrain the pilots? 

General Schwartz. And a factor here is that there is no lift cov- 
erage currently in the Northwest portion of the country and then 
specifically for Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
region 10. That was another consideration of, again trying to bal- 
ance the coverage for potential disasters, as you have outlined. 
That might occur in the various portions of the country. 

Mr. Carter. So the Arkansas and the Mississippi Guard has 
been involved in these rescue issues also? 

General Schwartz. There have been routine occurrences of the 
interstate compact being executed. And Hurricane Katrina was 
clearly an example of when other states helped Louisiana and Mis- 
sissippi to a great extent because of the damage that occurred. 

Mr. Carter. All right. Well, thank you very much. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, Mr. Carter. We just discussed that. 
I completely agree with Mr. Carter. We want to make sure those 
C-130s do not leave Texas. There is no apparent military or stra- 
tegic necessity to do it. 

We suspect there are other reasons; because Texas doesn’t vote 
right. And depending on the White House, it seems to be a pattern 
of behavior which is very regrettable; because, again, we want you 
to be driven by the mission, not the budget nor any other consider- 
ations. 

We need to do what is right for the nation regardless of — obvi- 
ously we have got to operate within the budget, but we want you 
to follow the mission and the needs of the United States of America 
and not political. So it is a little aggravating to us in Texas to 
see 

General Schwartz. Mr. Chairman I can tell you forthrightly, I 
received no political influence on this decision process. 

Mr. Culberson. Oh I know you didn’t, sir. I certainly don’t mean 
to attribute that to you, sir. But it is certainly our impression from 
the White House, and we tend to see a pattern of behavior because 
Texas doesn’t vote right, in their opinion. Actually we do vote right 
and exercise good common sense. 

I think Mr. Yoder 

Mr. Bishop. Mr. Chairman, let us try to 

Mr. Culberson. I am sorry. 

Mr. Bishop [continuing]. Let us try to stay focused. 

Mr. Culberson. You are right. You are right. 

Let me, if I could, Mr. Bishop, go to Mr. Yoder, please. 
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I recognize Mr. Yoder. 

Mr. Yoder. Well thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And gentlemen, thank you for your service to our country. And 
we are honored to have you here today, and certainly appreciate 
your candid comments on the challenges our country is facing. 

DEFICIT REDUCTION THAT ALLOWS HALT TO SEQUESTER 

I am a new member of the Appropriations committee and fresh- 
man member of Congress. Our Nation is faced with the looming 
threat of a fiscal crisis that created by our national debt; I know 
that this challenge is not understated or misunderstood by this 
panel. 

I was really stricken by the remarks that Admiral Mullen made 
last year and has reiterated. I think his quote was, “I have said 
many times that I believe the single biggest threat to our national 
security is our debt.” I also believe we have every responsibility to 
help eliminate that threat. 

As we are discussing the sequester, I know one of the gentleman 
spoke about figuring out a way to remove the sequester. That is a 
very hot topic on the Hill right now. 

I am also challenged by the frustration that many Americans 
think Congress doesn’t keep its promises or follow through on the 
recommendations that it has made. Last August, through the debt- 
ceiling increase, legislation was passed that included the sequester. 
This legislation which, incidentally, I did not support, hit all por- 
tions of the budget pretty hard, including the Defense Department. 

Given that it is in federal law, and given that it was part of the 
recommendation, I am frankly challenged at how we undo that. 
How we go back on a promise that Congress made 5 or 6 months 
ago to cut spending that was supported by a bipartisan majority, 
signed by the president. 

I am perplexed, particularly given Admiral Mullen’s statements 
regarding the single biggest threat facing our country being the 
deficit and I think he went on to say, “We must and will do our 
part.” 

And so I don’t think anybody is suggesting we take a dispropor- 
tionate share out of the Defense Department, but how do we not 
take a share — as the sequester relates, across the board from do- 
mestic and defense spending. How do we not do that? How do we 
go forward with the largest defense budget in the world; signifi- 
cantly larger than other countries. 

How do we go forward and what is the future of our defense 
spending in this country given the prognosis? What would you rec- 
ommend to this committee and to the Congress regarding how we 
deal with both threats? 

Mr. Hale. Well let me start out — and I am going to quote my 
boss here. As Secretary Panetta has said repeatedly, “What we 
need is a large, balanced package of deficit reduction that allows 
a halt to sequester.” And I heard him say this repeatedly, it needs 
to consider everything — mandatory spending, revenues. 

And realizing how hard those things are, I think he would also 
say we have seen significant cuts already in the Department of De- 
fense through the Budget Control Act, as well as in other non-de- 
fense discretionary spending. You are not going to solve the deficit 
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by cutting discretionary spending, which is about a third of the 
budget, and not going after some of the tough, mandatory spending 
and yes, revenues are important as well. 

I know how hard that is. And I am not the guy to ask the details. 
But I think that is where he is coming from. And we hope that 
Congress will move in that direction. 

General Schwartz. Mr. Secretary, if I can just add an example 
though, not just of the contribution that defense makes that the 
secretary addressed, but — it is also the manner in which sequestra- 
tion is executed. Across-the-board cuts without regard to program 
content — frankly, it is lunacy. 

I will give you one very good example. We have a firm fixed-price 
contract with Boeing for a new tanker. We got a good deal. We 
aren’t changing anything. But if we go to sequestration, that con- 
tract is reopened and will have to be renegotiated. And I feel con- 
fident that we won’t get as good a deal the second time around. 

In addition to the issues that the secretary mentioned, I think 
it is the manner in which sequestration is executed that is particu- 
larly worrisome. 

General Odierno. Congressman I would just add I think it is our 
responsibility to give military advice. And my position is, if we take 
above a $500 billion — which we have now — and look at the uncer- 
tainty in the world and all the things that could challenge us — if 
we continue to go forward with sequestration, I think it challenges 
our ability to provide defense and security to this nation in a vari- 
ety of ways. And I think it is up to us to ensure that. That is what 
I believe as a military adviser. 

And I worry that if we have to reduce the Army another 100,000 
people, whether it be a — significant amount in the National Guard 
and Reserve, and some more in the active — it will impact every- 
thing from disaster relief; to support; to civil authorities; to our 
ability to respond to contingencies around the world. We would 
have to significantly cut modernization programs. 

Our readiness would be challenged. And as General Schwartz 
mentioned, because of the fact we can’t choose where the cuts 
come, that they come evenly, we will have an imbalance within our 
own readiness and we will be back to having a potentially hollow 
force; where, if necessary, we would have to respond with some- 
thing that might not be what we needed to respond to with, and 
ultimately cost us American lives. 

And I think it is up to us as military advisors to ensure that 
doesn’t happen. And that is my concern outside of the fact that we 
have an issue with the debt. 

Mr. Yoder. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, Mr. Yoder. 

I want to postpone some of my questions, because I know that 
we are going to lose the Marine Corps and the Navy here in just 
a minute, because of the hearing across the hall. So I would like 
to if I could go to my friend from California, Mr. Farr. 

BRAC ROUND 

Mr. Farr. Well, thank you very much. 
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And I want to thank Mr. Hale for mentioning it is also going to 
include revenues, not just cuts. And I want to ask you, Mr. Hale, 
if we are going to go into another BRAC round, it seems to me that 
sequestration with BRAC is like the perfect storm, or maybe the 
perfect train wreck; because it puts both burdens back on Congress 
to make the ultimate decisions. 

But you have been using the COBRA model. And I have been 
through a lot of these BRAC rounds. And I can’t understand why 
you keep using the COBRA model. I think it is very subjective. It 
is not transparent. For example, community members can never 
find out the data upon which the cost benefits are figured out. It 
is not that information isn’t available. 

THE MISSION OF LANGUAGES 

Secondly, there is a mathematical formula — is so subjective. For 
example, in Monterrey we have an incredible support community 
out there of international, you know, personnel that live there that 
are the former professors — and big Korean community, big Viet- 
namese community and so on. How do you put a value on that, as 
far as in a BRAC model, to figure out whether the mission of lan- 
guages ought to be enhanced to the DLI or moved someplace else? 

The question is are you going to reform or re-evaluate the man- 
ner in which you judge the worth of a base or mission, and will 
COBRA continue to be used, or will there be some other better in- 
strument developed? 

Mr. Hale. You are going to have our installations and environ- 
ment people here in a week or 2. I think it would be a good ques- 
tion. Let me tell you what I know, which is COBRA focuses The 
Cost of Base Realignment and Closure. That is what it stands for. 
It does look at the costs. We get them. We usually audit them. 
There are many other judgments that go into the BRAC process. 
And some of them are definitely subjective. 

We try to do them in a systematic manner. But I would ask you 
to pose that again to our I&E experts who are more familiar. I 
think you have got a hearing with them in a week or 2, and I think 
they might be able to do a better job 

Mr. Farr. Yes. I think you are going to get a lot of questions 
about BRAC. And that is obviously the basis for your decision-mak- 
ing. And 

Mr. Hale. Well, it is the cost basis. But there are many other 
factors that get assessed. The mission needs are critical. And I 
think some of those are made outside of the Cobra model. 

Mr. Farr. I know you have to go. Bean counters just look at 
what is the cost. There is the value you — I think the value-added 
is never included in. We have this problem in Congress. CBO 

Mr. Hale. Well, I am one of those bean counters here, seriously. 

Mr. Farr. And the point is that 

Mr. Hale. You know, it is not just costs that get considered in 
the BRAC process. 

Mr. Farr. General Odierno — about how do you put that value- 
added of the whole Monterrey culture 

Mr. Hale. Right. 

Mr. Farr [continuing]. Into those decisions that he has to make? 
Those aren’t in there in dollars and cents. 
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MARINE LOGISTICS COMMAND CONSOLIDATION 

Mr. Hale. You are right. And they need to get in there through 
other ways, and they do. And their assessments are made of what 
the base can do to meet mission needs. And some of those are sub- 
jective, and they involve the military, as well as our civilian lead- 
ers. 

But let me ask you to pose that again to Dorothy Robyn and oth- 
ers that will be here in a couple of weeks. 

Mr. Farr. Don’t worry. Thank you. 

Mr. Culberson. Sure. Thank you. 

Before we lose Admiral Greenert and General Dunford, I want to 
make sure I recognize anybody else who wants to ask a direct ques- 
tion to either one of those gentlemen before they have to leave. 

Mr. Bishop. General Dunford, if you will. 

Let me just ask you to talk about the logistics command and the 
recent reorganization and consolidation of logistics headquarters 
with Barstow and Albany. How is the consolidation going to work 
to ultimately make you more effective and efficient within the con- 
text of your budget constraints? 

General Dunford. Congressman, first I would say that one of 
the keys to our success over the past 10 years of war has been Ma- 
rine Corps Logistics Command down in Albany. They have com- 
pletely transformed themselves, and pushed the capabilities that 
they have forward into the theater to support our forces previously 
in Iraq and currently in Afghanistan. 

What we had in the past, as you know, was two separate facili- 
ties at Barstow and Albany. And although we did our best to try 
to make sure we had a distribution of effort across those two facili- 
ties, and were as efficient as possible, we decided that a single com- 
mand that would have responsibilities for both the depot at Bar- 
stow and the depot at Albany was a more efficient way to do busi- 
ness. 

And that really, I think, is what you are alluding to now, the sin- 
gle commander responsible for those two positions that has a holis- 
tic view of all of our institutional reset requirements; particularly 
now as we come out of Afghanistan. 

And we will certainly need some significant support and reset 
coming out of Afghanistan. And critical to that support is what 
goes on in the Marine Corps Logistics command. 

Mr. Bishop. So we retired both of those subordinate commands. 
Then, they are being replaced by the overall 

General Dunford. We actually now have a single Colonel that 
is in command of both the facility at Barstow and Albany. That 
Colonel reports to the commanding general of Marine Corps Logis- 
tics Command, General Hudson, who I know you know well. 

Mr. Bishop. Right. Okay. 

And how does that work with Jacksonville and Blount Island? 

General Dunford. General Hudson has responsibility right now 
for Blount Island, so our logistics enterprise has a singular com- 
mand and control structure, which is General Hudson down in Al- 
bany, Georgia. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Culberson. Mr. Carter. 
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Mr. Carter. Before I 

Mr. Culberson. Very brief 

Mr. Carter. Oh. Before we have to lose somebody, I find this 
very fascinating, actually. 

Fiscal year 2011 unemployment compensation for all services 
combined for $936,379 — well $936 million, okay? The Army has the 
largest portion, which is $514 million of unemployment compensa- 
tion. 


UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 

I don’t think anybody ever thinks about you paying unemploy- 
ment compensation. At least I didn’t. This is a lot of cost. And it 
looks like it would be prudent to maintain and come up with pro- 
grams that maybe help us reduce the cost. And I know we are try- 
ing to transition as we move people out of the services into an em- 
ployed situation; and this kind of ties into that. 

But all of the services are paying millions of dollars in unemploy- 
ment compensation. Nobody can really guess what the cost is going 
to be from the drawdown, because the sequester is still out there 
which could be more people you are going to have to do. 

Have you looked at that and tried — and is that one of the things 
that you examine as you try to figure out how to transition people 
out of their needed position in the service, because we have to 
under sequester? I am concerned about the fact that we are gutting 
our military. I am very seriously concerned about it. 

But are we looking at these kind of costs when you do this, be- 
cause I am curious about that? 

General Odierno. We are considering it. 

And you are right — $515 million the Army spent last year. And 
we budgeted about the same for fiscal year 2013. However, I would 
say it has gone up every year. 

Mr. Carter. Yes. 

General Odierno. Our portion since 2001 — it has gone up every 
year, what we have paid for compensation for unemployment in the 
Army. But we have programs in place that look at and are in the 
process right now of revamping our transition programs. 

We have several private organizations — companies who are com- 
ing up with hundreds of thousands of jobs that they want to make 
available to veterans. So we are working very hard in how we con- 
nect the veterans to these companies. How we help them write re- 
sumes. How we continue to help them to prepare themselves to 
apply the lessons and things they have learned as part of the mili- 
tary in getting them a job. 

So it is first about defining and helping them to articulate what 
they have done in the Army and how it equates to a civilian job. 
We are putting training programs in place to do that. 

The second piece is how do we then link them up in on one site 
that will allow them to see all the jobs that are specifically avail- 
able for veterans and to help them to see where they are, and how 
they are qualified and start applying for these. So that is all part 
of this. 

And actually the president has talked about a transition assist- 
ance program that is a cooperative effort between the Department 
of Labor, and the Department of Defense, and the Department of 



102 


Veterans Affairs that we are now linking and putting together in 
order to help us with this problem. Because it is something we are 
concerned about. 

We are concerned about our soldiers not only when they are in 
the service, but when they leave the service. And we want to make 
sure that they have the ability to continue to contribute and be 
able to continue to take care of their families as they leave the 
Army. So it is something that we are very concerned about, and we 
are looking at it. 


FORCE DOWNSIZING IMPACTS 

And it is something that on every installation we are putting pro- 
grams in place to implement this. 

Mr. Culberson. Go ahead, sir. I know you and the Admiral need 
to leave. 

General Dunford. Congressman, General Amos talks a lot about 
keeping faith with our Marines and their families, and a critical as- 
pect of that from his perspective is transition assistance. So we 
have over the past year in fact completely revamped our transition 
assistance program. 

You know, at one time it was kind of mass training. We now 
have a program that allows a Marine to walk through one of four 
doors. If the individual wants to go to college, we assist in going 
to college. If that individual wants to be trained in a trade, we sup- 
port that. If they want to get employment, we have a network to 
support that. If the individual wants to be an entrepreneur, we 
have a program for them to be an entrepreneur. 

So we conducted a pilot over the last 6 to 7 months to do that 
complete transition. The pilot is complete. And I am proud to tell 
you that in March of this year, the new transition assistance pro- 
gram will be implemented across the Marine Corps. And I think we 
will significantly assist our Marines in making a transition. 

We are going to have a holistic view, and help Marines begin a 
transition actually from day one when they join the Marine Corps. 
But right now our focus is on 180 days before and after they get 
out of the Marine Corps to make sure we facilitate this transition 
during a very difficult time. 

And of course the other thing we are doing is asking for some 
assistance in controlling the off ramp of Marine forces over the 
next several years between now and 2016. And we think that num- 
ber of 5,000 plus or minus each year will actually be manageable 
and help us to assist in a smooth transition of Marines so we don’t 
lose them all at one time and create more difficulty in — in a very 
difficult job market. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you, General Dunford. I know that you 
and Admiral Greenert need to step out to go to Chairman Young’s 
hearing. 

Do you want to add anything to that briefly, Admiral, before you 
go? 

Admiral Greenert. The only thing I would add — our programs 
are all very similar. We have a thing called Shipmates to 
Workmates. We talked a little bit about the lament we have for ci- 
vilian personnel management. A lot of our sailors can transition. 
They have the same skills — welding, pipe fitting, electronics — right 
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over to working for our Naval Sea Systems Command, Naval Air 
Command, Space and Warfare Electronics Command. 

And so that is a very viable program and we actually recruit for 
that matter. We have hired job placement people. And you have got 
to give the sailors and kids the time off to do it. Or what they do 
is, they get out of the Navy because they work all the way to the 
end. And then go on unemployment to go find a job. So if you give 
them that time beforehand, then they can get that job. And that 
is what they want. 

Mr. Culberson. General Dunford, Admiral Greenert, I under- 
stand you all need to go, but we do have some other questions on — 
I certainly wanted to, if I could, get into with you, General 
Schwartz, Mr. Hale and General Odierno. 

We could allow you to go get a little lunch and visit — we won’t 
be much longer, I don’t believe. We just have a couple more ques- 
tions. But I understand you do need to leave. And thank you very 
much for your service and for being here. To the both of you, thank 
you. 

Admiral Greenert. Thank you Chairman, and members of the 
committee. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you, gentleman. 

AFGHAN MILCON PROGRAMS BEYOND FISCAL YEAR 2012 

Mr. Culberson. If I could — a couple other areas I wanted to ask 
about, probably, Mr. Hale — and certainly with the Air Force and 
the Army in particular. 

You know, we know that the department has designated two 
bases in Afghanistan — Bagram and Kandahar — as enduring — and 
other indications that the department and CENTCOM have, you 
know, longer-term expectations for these two locations that go be- 
yond the immediate operations in Afghanistan. But, you know, the 
MILCON associated with those two bases was programmed in fis- 
cal year 2011 and 2012. 

But in this year’s submission, when the committee looks at the 
request for the fiscal year Defense Plan, particularly for the Army 
and the Air Force, there is no Afghanistan military construction 
program beyond fiscal year 2012. 

And, you know, we see that and then in conjunction with this — 
and I really do think the economist has characterized it correctly. 
It is very distressing to see the Obama administration essentially 
head for the exits attempting to pull out abruptly out of Afghani- 
stan after all the sacrifice and effort that we have made there. 

Why is there no Afghan MILCON program beyond fiscal year 
2012? Perhaps start with you, Mr. Hale. 

Mr. Hale. You know, I am going to need some help here. 

What I am being told is that CENTCOM has not identified needs 
at the moment. We do program some MILCON money in the base 
budget for enduring locations. There is none in 2013. And the an- 
swer is, at the moment we don’t think we need it. 

Mr. Culberson. Why? 

Mr. Hale. I think they have met their needs, and do not nec- 
essarily need MILCON every year. We are planning an enduring 
presence, but at least my understanding is our commanders don’t 
think they need MILCON at this point. 
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Mr. Culberson. We are planning an enduring presence in Af- 
ghanistan. What does that mean; for how long? 

Mr. Hale. That I can’t tell you. I mean we will transition the 
military role to the Afghans, but we do anticipate some support 
roles there. And I can’t tell you how long. Perhaps you can step in 
here? 

General Odierno. I would just say that we have not made any 
decisions on how long they would be there after 2014. But we do 
believe there is a potential that training and advising and other 
support functions that remain. 

But, Congressman, what I would say is, you know, the infra- 
structure that we have built in Afghanistan is quite robust. And we 
are going to reduce our presence there. And I think the thought 
process is that the infrastructure we have there will be good 
enough to support a much smaller footprint that would be there 
after 2014. 

Now, my guess is that Central Command will continue to take 
a look at this and submit requirements to us. But they have not 
submitted any requirements to us that we have not put in our 
budget. And so we don’t have any requirements, to the best of my 
knowledge, to have any MILCON necessary. 

Mr. Culberson. So the absence of a request on behalf of the 
Army is that the facilities you have are adequate? 

General Odierno. I think what is going to happen is an assess- 
ment by CENTCOM that we get, and then we help them to fund 
that if they determine the facilities are inadequate. I think, as they 
are working through the reduction of forces this year, down to 
68,000 by the end of September, and as they do further reductions, 
I think they will have to do some further reviews on, “Is the infra- 
structure appropriate for what we will leave behind after 2014?” 

I would say that it will be a significantly smaller footprint than 
it is now. So my guess is, you know, they will have to see what 
is left and then make a determination if they need any more infra- 
structure, and whether we put that in the base or that is funded 
by OCO, that will be a decision that will be made later on. 

WITHDRAWAL FROM A COMBAT TO AN ENABLING ROLE 

Mr. Culberson. All right now I hear you say in 2014, and I 
know that the 2014 date was apparently agreed upon at the NATO 
summit in 2010, but circling back to what I mentioned earlier, I 
mean we are still trying to get our arms around — what, then is 
Secretary Panetta talking about when he announced on February 
1, that he thinks that we are going to withdrawal from a combat 
to an enabling role in about 18 months, in 2013. What is up? 

General Odierno. Again, I would say it is similar to what we did 
in Iraq, Congressman. 

Over time, we slowly turned more and more responsibility over 
to Afghan Security Forces like we did Iraqi Security Forces. And 
so I think what he was talking about is he believes by the end of 
2013, the Afghan capability will have more capability to allow them 
to take over responsibility for security. It might be the end of 2013. 
It might be a little bit later than that. That will be a determination 
made on the ground. 

Mr. Culberson. Based on their capability? 



105 


General Odierno. Based on their capability. And then what we 
would be there to do is to continue to provide training, advising 
and support to that. And our own force protection. 

Mr. Culberson. Well obviously we are all distressed and upset 
to, you know, read — and heartbroken at the loss of American lives. 
I know all of us on the floor talk a great deal about. It appears that 
there is increasing instability and unreliability among those Af- 
ghan forces that are turning their weapons on Americans. So could 
you comment on that? And, of course, the president’s apology, I 
find very distressing and very bad policy for 

Mr. Culberson [continuing]. A president of the United States 
should never apologize for anything the United States does, ever. 
I personally don’t think it helped in this situation. What is going 
on with the Afghan Security forces 

General Odierno. Well, Congressman I can’t speak specifi- 
cally — 

Mr. Culberson [continuing]. Rioting over the 

General Odierno [continuing]. To the incidents. What I would 
say is that there is significant vetting that goes on with these indi- 
viduals. We continue to work with the Afghan government on the 
vetting processes of these individuals. You have certain people who 
intentionally have infiltrated the Afghan Army and Afghan Police 
Force. And it is very small numbers. But all it takes is one or two 
people with a weapon that can turn on U.S. and coalition forces. 
I would also add that we have some of our coalition partners suffer 
the same fate. 

So we have to be very vigilant in working with the Afghan Secu- 
rity Forces and the Afghan government in vetting and ensuring 
that we learn and continue to protect our soldiers, sailors and Ma- 
rines that are over there. And we will continue to do that to the 
best of our ability. 

Mr. Culberson. You feel like it is very small numbers then? 

General Odierno. I do. And what we need to be careful about — 
and I know it is very difficult — and it is difficult for us — when we 
have somebody who is working hard, dedicating themselves to the 
mission in Afghanistan and somebody who they are helping comes 
behind and kills them in some way, it is a very difficult situation. 

And first, I would like to compliment the discipline of our sol- 
diers, sailors and Marines on the ground in how they handle this. 

Mr. Culberson. Yes, sir. 

General Odierno. They handle it in an incredibly disciplined 
way, which makes me very proud every day to watch them and 
how they handle this. 

But, what we ought to be careful of is, you know, we have a very 
large Afghan Security Force and 99.9 percent of them are dedicated 
to providing security to the Afghan people. We have to be careful 
that we don’t overreact to this, although it is a very serious 

Mr. Culberson. Yes, sir. 

General Odierno [continuing]. Situation. 

NATO FORCES PULLING OUT EARLY 

Mr. Culberson. Well, and that is encouraging to hear. There 
was a follow up I wanted to ask you on that. So the absence of a 
request for funding is no reflection on pulling out any time soon? 



106 


Or it is just you really do feel that the facilities there are ade- 
quate? 

Oh, I know what I wanted to ask you, sir. I had heard a report — 
we had some discussion. I had heard reports that the NATO Secu- 
rity Forces were attempting to pull out earlier than planned. Is 
that correct? 

General Odierno. I would leave that to CENTCOM to answer. 
I believe everything I have read is that NATO continues to be a 
very strong partner. I think that will be reconfirmed in May when 
they have the summit in Chicago. 

And so I thank NATO partners who continue to move forward 
with us, hand-in-hand. I can’t speak for individual countries and 
some decisions they make, but I would leave that both to the 
SACEUR or Admiral Stavridis and General Mattis. 

Mr. Culberson. But at this point we can tell our colleagues and 
our constituents, there is no foundation to the report Judge Carter 
mentioned that the private security forces are pulling out and there 
is no foundation yet to the report that NATO Security Forces are 
attempting 

General Odierno. Yes, I have not seen a report that says we are 
pulling out civilian security contractors that are assisting us. I 
would defer the question to General Mattis and Admiral Stavridis 
on NATO forces, but I see the NATO Alliance strongly supporting 
and working with us as they promised through 2014. I think that 
will be reaffirmed when they come here in May. 

Mr. Culberson. All right, sir — the absence of an Air Force 
MILCON request for Afghanistan. 

Yes, Sir. 

General Schwartz. The reality is that the infrastructure that is 
currently in place is adequate for now. As we get better definition 
of what a follow on mission might entail, we certainly would revisit 
what that footprint looks like. 

I would like to mention one thing about the private security con- 
tractors. This might be something, sir, to interact with Foreign Af- 
fairs on; because part of what is happening is a requirement to cer- 
tify with the Afghan government the private security entities. 

And some are achieving certification and some are not. And I am 
certain that that is what is involved in what you are hearing. 

Mr. Culberson. Yes. Thank you. Thank you very much. 

One or two others — I want to make sure to recognize my friend, 
Mr. Bishop from Georgia. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you very much Mr. Chairman. I just want to 
express a little caution here. I don’t think that we probably should 
use this as a platform to decide whether the president should or 
should not apologize. 

Apparently that was a serious mistake, that in diplomatic circles 
was felt was inappropriate and I don’t think that our country 
should ever be so arrogant that if a mistake is made, that we can’t 
appropriately address that by expressing an apology. 

AIR FORCE’S REDUCTION IN ITS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION BUDGET 

But I don’t know that this is necessarily the platform for that. 
I was going to ask General Schwartz about the Air Force’s reduc- 
tion in its military construction budget. 



107 


Obviously, the budget shows a great reduction of aircraft, either 
by retiring or relocation. And of course, in the last couple of years, 
you had a lot of requests for aircraft-hangar assets. Are there con- 
struction projects now — since you have a reduction in aircraft re- 
quests — that you are not necessarily in need of now? And does that 
speak to why your requests are lower? 

General Schwartz. That is certainly one of the reasons. And 
that is reflected in particular with those projects that were associ- 
ated with the C-27 aircraft bed-down and also F-35 having slipped 
to the right. Also, we have indicated that it is early to need for 
some of those projects. 

And so without a doubt, the $442 million that is in the 2013 pro- 
posal on the MILCON side is associated with that reality. 

Mr. Bishop. Thank you, sir. 

General Odierno, I would like to explore with you the drawdown 
impact of the readiness of our units and our reserve components. 
I am aware that the Army implemented the Army force generation 
model to rotate units in an efficient and predictable manner to 
meet the needs of the combatant commanders. 

But as we draw down our presence in the Middle East, can you 
tell us how the Army is going to continue to utilize the Army force 
generation model as an enduring strategy to maintain the proper 
readiness of the Army as a whole? 

I know that the reserve component units were utilized within the 
force generation model to support the war fight over the last dec- 
ade. And the Department of Defense in 2008 directed the services 
to manage the reserve components as an operational force. 

What resourcing decisions has the Army made to comply with 
the directive? And presumably, the fact that you added a budget 
item to fund the additional reserve component training, based on 
that force generation model, rather than relying on the supple- 
mental, is I guess partially the answer. 

But we are hearing that the Army just reallocated a substantial 
amount of the funding from the procurement account to the train- 
ing account within the reserve component, which makes it sound 
like the reserve component units will be able to improve their 
training and their readiness, but it will come at the expense of 
equipment. And this will exacerbate the equipment shortfalls, the 
equipment modernization and the capability gaps of the reserve 
component in comparison to the active component. 

PAYING FOR TRAINING OF THE RESERVE COMPONENT AT THE EXPENSE 
OF EQUIPPING THE RESERVE COMPONENT 

What are your thoughts on this methodology to pay for the train- 
ing of the reserve component at the expense of equipping the re- 
serve component? Because there were some concerns that the re- 
serve components have always been a stepchild, although they are 
being utilized fully. But in terms of training and equipment, they 
are always a stepchild. 

General Odierno. Thank you, Congressman. 

First off, we have looked at this very carefully. And, by the way, 
I want to make sure this is fully transparent and with the input 
of both the National Guard Bureau and the U.S. Army Reserves. 
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But as we looked at what we wanted to try to achieve, the most 
important thing for us as we looked across the spectrum of how we 
have funded ourselves, we believe that the best thing was to fund 
the readiness issue so we could continue to ensure that the reserve 
component stays a part of the Army force generation process and 
maintains its training levels. 

Today, the Army Reserve is at about 87 percent equipping; the 
active component is about 86 percent equipping. At the end of fiscal 
year 2012, the reserve component will be at 91 percent; the active 
component will be about 92 percent of full equipment on-hand. 

As we continue to come out and re-set the equipment that came 
out of Iraq, and as we continue to re-set the equipment coming out 
of Afghanistan, we believe that fully makes up for the procurement 
decrements that we have taken to ensure that the reserve compo- 
nent sustains at a very high level equivalent to the active compo- 
nent in its equipment 

Mr. Bishop. Are you going to bring that equipment back? Are 
you going to bring that equipment back and give it to the reserves 
for training purposes? 

General Odierno. Both the active and reserves. 

So as we come out of Iraq, we put equipment through reset, 
which has been funded, and we appreciate that very much. They 
go through reset, and then it is redistributed across the Army in 
both the active and reserve component. 

As we come out of Afghanistan, and as we reduce the size of our 
force in Afghanistan, we are bringing equipment back out of Af- 
ghanistan that will be redistributed to our units in both the active 
and reserve components. 

Mr. Bishop. So you actually did a pretty thorough analysis 

General Odierno. We did. 

Mr. Bishop [continuing]. Of the cost -benefit analysis of bringing 
that equipment back and resetting it or using the transfer to the 
Afghan — I mean to the Iraqi forces. 

General Odierno. Right. 

Mr. Bishop. So, you will leave some of it, you will bring back the 
other. 

General Odierno. Some was left. The only part that was left was 
equipment that was excess or 

Mr. Bishop. Excess is whatever you designate is excess. 

General Odierno [continuing]. Or obsolete. And so everything 
else has been brought back and will be re-set. And the same thing 
will happen in Afghanistan as we go through this. 

Mr. Bishop. Well, that was a pretty expensive undertaking. 

General Odierno. Very much so, and we appreciate that it has 
been funded through the OCO process. And we need that funding 
to continue to re-set our equipment that has been there, and that 
is important for us. 

Mr. Bishop. Are you able to do any of the cost cutting in terms 
of dealing with your budget by having the re-set opportunities done 
across the services? For example, the Marine Corps has capabilities 
for 

General Odierno. We do work with the Marine Corps and when 
we have equivalent equipment, we absolutely work together to 
reset that equipment, using a lot of our infrastructure that we have 
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in our arsenals and depots, when we have common equipment. We 
absolutely do that. 

General Schwartz. A case in point, Congressman, on the heli- 
copter side, we use Tooele Point and Corpus Christi, these are 
Army and Marine Corps depots, to help us with our helicopter 
reset. 

Mr. Bishop. Very good. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

And thank you, gentlemen. 

I think that concludes my questions. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013 REQUESTS 

Let me have, if I could, one more following up on Mr. Bishop’s 
questions to the Army, General Odierno, about your combat bri- 
gade teams. In the February 27th edition of Inside the Army — let 
me ask you, if I could, about your military and family housing 
budget for fiscal year 2013, which totals $2.5 billion with additional 
funding for projects related to BRAC of $106 million. The fiscal 
year 2013 submission does not include a request for overseas con- 
tingency operations. 

If you would, talk to us, General, about your biggest challenges 
and whether or not the fiscal year 2013 request addresses all those 
and what is not addressed that we should be aware of to try to help 
you with, sir. 

General Odierno. What we have done in terms of contingency is, 
again, as I stated earlier, I think that we have met the require- 
ments for right now in terms of our contingency requirements in 
Afghanistan. What we have done is we have deferred some of our 
MILCON projects in CONUS. Specifically, most of them are bar- 
racks projects and some other projects, because of the reduction of 
forces of the 80,000. 

Until we do an assessment of exactly where those are coming 
out, we wanted to defer barracks projects because we believe we 
will be able to utilize the investments that we have already made 
in many of our projects. 

So what we have done is we have looked very closely at our 
MILCON budget. Those that we deferred we think would be 
projects that could be affected by the reduction of 80,000 over the 
next 5 years. And as we go through that and get more fidelity, we 
will decide whether we have to add back in some of these MILCON 
projects to specific installations or not. 

Mr. Culberson. Also, in conclusion, I want to reinforce what I 
know Mr. Bishop asked you about earlier, and to compliment you 
on the work that you have done to re-equip Department of Defense 
schools. It is so important for families to be able to have that op- 
tion if they are based in an area of the country that just doesn’t 
have a good public school system there, and to encourage you 
please to — through your leadership as the chairman of the Air 
Force and the Army. 


CHARTER SCHOOLS 

If you pushed a little bit, I think you can also encourage the cre- 
ation of charter schools, if it is authorized under state law. It really 
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just needs a little push from on your part to ensure that men and 
women who have kids and are based at one of your facilities not 
only have the option to go to a DoD school, but I hope you will also 
encourage the creation of more charter schools where state law per- 
mits it. 

General Schwartz. You are absolutely right, Chairman, and we 
have one at Lake Air Force Base, Arizona. We have one at Little 
Rock Air Force Base, Arkansas, and we have one here right in 
town over at Joint Base Andrews. And they are fully subscribed. 

And as you are aware, that includes youngsters from both on- 
base and off-base. It is a typical requirement. But our goal was to 
create thriving communities on our installations, and the key thing 
to creating a thriving community is the right kind of school, wheth- 
er it is on or off-base. 

But charter has a place and we have got three of them. 

General Odierno. I would just say, you know, we have eight in- 
stallations that have DoD schools in CONUS. We have 160 instal- 
lations that are projects that work with the local community to pro- 
vide our education. And so it is important that we sustain our DOD 
schools at the appropriate levels where we still have those. 

But just as important — in fact, more important — is the relation- 
ship that we establish with our local communities in building new 
schools and making sure we have the right facilities on-post. And 
it does vary from community to community, but we watch this very 
carefully and it is one of our highest priorities. And we have 
worked with several organizations to ensure that between states, 
we have the same standards in the communities that support our 
Army installations and we will continue to do this. 

We currently do not have any charter schools and we are work- 
ing towards this. We want to move forward with that if we can. 

Mr. Culberson. That was my impression, General — is that there 
were no charter schools 

General Odierno. We do not have them. 

Mr. Culberson. Do you know why? 

General Odierno. I don’t. I think it is really working with the 
state. You know, it is a state-local responsibility. So it is about us 
working with the state to get us some charter schools where we 
need them. And I think we have to be more aggressive in doing 
that. And we will work that. 

Mr. Culberson. I think there is an understanding and agree- 
ment that has to be signed into by states in order for credits to 
transfer, because obviously military families are mobile. 

General Odierno. Right. 

Mr. Culberson. I think a majority of them have already signed 
on 

General Schwartz. Yes. Thirty-nine, if I am not mistaken 

General Odierno. Yes. That is right. 

Mr. Culberson. I think it is 39 

General Schwartz. Have signed on. And Wyoming is about to do 
so. And Congressman, if I may, I have talked to your governor per- 
sonally on this issue in Georgia. Georgia is one of the states that 
hasn’t signed on yet. And I know he has some reservations. 

It is something that is worth doing, because of the mobile popu- 
lation the Chairman addressed. 
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Mr. Bishop. I had a conversation with the governor last week 
about that in connection with — I work with the Congressional Mili- 
tary Family Caucus. We are trying to get the reciprocal agreements 
in place so that there will be an easy transfer for military depend- 
ents when they go from one state to another. 

That is one of the components that we are working on. And of 
course we had that discussion with the governor just last week. 

General Schwartz. Well, he has heard from both of us then. 

CHARTER SCHOOLS 

Mr. Culberson. Good. And I will help in any way I can on that, 
Sanford. I just want to make sure just to — because this is really 
important to all of us on the committee — to make sure that families 
have got that option both to the DoD school or a charter school. 

I mean, I have talked to families based at Andrews. And it would 
be a desperate situation for them. I mean, they would really be in 
trouble if they didn’t have the 

General Schwartz. Well, the interesting thing this — not to drag 
this out — but the 

Mr. Bishop. That is important. 

General Schwartz. The interesting thing is that what really sort 
of brought this together was privatized housing in that the people 
who run the privatized housing projects recognize the wisdom of 
having good schools that serve the communities that they are try- 
ing to populate at 100 percent. It is a business issue for them. 

And so it is the privatized firms in Little Rock, and here at Joint 
Base Andrews that have donated substantial resources to get the 
charter school started. This is a win-win. 

Mr. Culberson. Sure. 

General Schwartz. A good school means their occupancy is 100 
percent, and it means that our parents are confident their kids are 
getting the 

Mr. Culberson. Sure. 

General Schwartz [continuing]. Education they should. 

Mr. Culberson. Free markets work. The invisible hand of Adam 
Smith is certainly true. I just want to make certain also, and for 
the wrap — conclude on this that the — your base commanders, it is 
my understanding — and I just want to confirm this — your base 
commanders have the freedom, the flexibility, and the full author- 
ity to ask for the creation of a charter school on their base? They 
can do that on their own initiative, correct? 

General Odierno. They can. And I will verify that they can. I 
will use Fort Hood as an example. When I was the corps com- 
mander down at Fort Hood, we met on a quarterly basis with every 
superintendent that affected our school children. 

So we were very involved with the local community. And we can 
bring any issue to them that we thought was necessary to help our 
young children in order to get the best education possible; so that 
they have authorities to coordinate across the broad spectrum of 
issues 

Mr. Culberson. Okay. 

General Odierno [continuing]. Regarding taking care of 

Mr. Culberson. Well, it is a concern there is no charter schools 
near the Army base. So I want to bring it to your attention. 
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General Odierno. We will take a look at that. 

Mr. Culberson. Zero in on it. And of course that is our responsi- 
bility here. I know Mr. Bishop and I — the entire subcommittee is, 
as all of us are in Congress — but particularly the subcommittee — 
committed to make sure that the men and women, the families in 
particular, don’t have a worry in the world. 

We are going to make sure you all have everything that you need 
to ensure their peace of mind, your peace of mind so you can focus 
on your vital mission of protecting the United States, which you do 
so well. 

It is a real privilege to help you and we thank you deeply for 
your service to the nation. 

And Mr. Bishop if there are no further questions? 

Mr.BlSHOP. No further questions, just a comment. 

I am fully committed to the best possible education of our mili- 
tary dependents, not necessarily committed to charter schools but 
whatever the best vehicle for delivery that education is, whether it 
is a charter school or not. But we have a great defense education 
activity. I want to make sure that they have everything that they 
need so that our youngsters will get the education they need so 
that their parents will not have to worry about that while they are 
serving our country. 

Mr. Culberson. Thank you very much for your service to the na- 
tion and your appearance today. 

The hearing is adjourned. 

Thank you. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Fiscal Year 2013 Budget Overview 


Question 1: The fiscal year 2013 President's budget submission contains approximately $60 billion in 
savings across the future year defense program. Can you provide some examples — 

— of-programs-or-entities that were reduced to realize-savings? 

Answer: The following provides a summary of the initiatives that result in the $60 billion in savings: 

(Dollar Savings in Millions) 


Summary by Initiative Bin 

FY2013 

FY 2013- FY2017 

Acquisition Strategy 

1,155 

11,224 

Facilities, Housing, and Construction 

2,425 

8,993 

Information Technology 

435 

4,647 

Intelligence and other Classified Activity 

517 

2,814 

Printing and Publishing 

78 

366 

Security Initiatives 

161 

782 

Streamline Management Overhead and Operations 

1,631 

8,797 

Supply Chain and Logistics 

581 

2,459 

Training and Conferences 

455 

2,617 

Travel and Transportation 

161 

814 

Workforce - Civilian 

876 

11,206 

Workforce - Contractor 

404 

2,036 

Workforce - Military 

483 

2,269 

Other Operations 

219 

1.148 

Total Initiatives 

9,583 

60,173 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Fiscal Year 2013 Budget Overview 


Question 2: What new policies or procedures have been put in place to ensure the Department is 
being a "good steward" of taxpayer dollars? 

Answer: The Department is fully committed to the goal of auditable financial statements as a 
means of ensuring we are being good stewards of taxpayer dollars. Secretary Panetta has directed 
that we place greater emphasis on auditability and that we achieve audit readiness of our 
Statement of Budgetary Resources by 20 1 4. The goal is to have all our statements audit ready by 
2017. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Fiscal Year 201 3 Budget Overview 

The fiscal year 2012 overview states "The Department's strategy developed in this budget creates a 
smaller, lighter, more agile, flexible joint force to conduct a full range of military activities that are 
necessary to defend US national interests". 

Question 3: With the Force being smaller how will the Department use lessons from recent 
conflicts to ensure that the United States is not at risk for future threats? 

Answer: We have clearly accepted some risk in not retaining a large rotational ground force for 
stability operations, but we have made provision for mobilization and regeneration. We will be 
fully capable of confronting more than one aggressor anywhere in the world. The key point is not 
whether but how we do it. — Even if U.S. forces are engaged in one large-scale operation, they 
will retain the ability to quickly deny the objectives of an opportunistic adversary or impose 
unacceptable costs. Our budget will provide for a rapidly deployable force that can project power 
and take on multiple missions by: — maintaining forces forward to deter and respond rapidly. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows;] 


BRAC 

Question 4: Based on your current estimates of BRAC savings, how long will it take for the 
Department of Defense to recoup the one-time implementation costs of BRAC 2005? 

Answer: Accumulated savings will exceed the one-time implementation costs in 2018. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


Navy and Marine Corps Military Construction Budget 

The Navy and Marine Corps military and family housing budget for fiscal year 2013 totals $2.2 
billion with additional funding for projects related to BRAC of $ 1 65 million. The fiscal year 2013 
submission also does not include a request for overseas contingency operations. 

Question 5: Please describe for the Committee what your biggest challenges are. How does the 
fiscal year 2013 address your challenges? What is not addressed in your fiscal year 2013 
submission? 

Answer : These are challenging and dynamic times for the U.S. military services and the U.S. 
national security enterprise. We need to remain focused on our enduring principles and 
contributions that hold true regardless of funding, force structure size or day-to-day world events. 
For the Navy, the tenets we apply to our decision making are warfighting first, operate forward, and 
be ready. Our military construction investments reflect these tenets and our FY2013 MILCON 
budget submission is focused on: 

• Enhancing our forward presence and support to Combatant Commanders overseas 

• Supporting new mission and new system requirements including Aegis Ashore, the Broad 
Area Maritime Surveillance (BAMS) Unmanned Aircraft System, Littoral Combat Ship 
(LCS) and the new Ford-class carrier 

• Ensuring Nuclear Weapons Security 

• Supporting the readiness of our Sailors, Civilians and their families through housing and 
quality of life projects 


Our FY2013 budget submission carefully accepts risk in certain areas of shore readiness, like the 
recapitalization of our existing facilities, as we balance risk across the Navy to provide the most 
readiness and capability within our fiscal constraints. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


DoD Strategic Guidance 

When Secretary Panetta released the Defense Strategic Guidance, his letter stated this about the goal 
of the Future force. "It will have a global presence emphasizing the Asia-Pacific and the Middle 
East while still ensuring our ability to maintain our defense commitments to Europe, and 
strengthening alliances and partnerships across all regions." 

Question 6: Can you tell me what role the Navy will play in achieving this goal and do you see 
major infrastructure investments in the future to meet these mission requirements? 

Answer: Our Navy will remain the world's preeminent maritime force and our infrastructure ashore 
is a critical component of our ability to operate forward in a manner consistent with the Defense 
Strategic Guidance (DSG). We will prioritize the Asia-Pacific and Middle East while maintaining 
European commitments and providing resources to other geographic regions as available. 

In support of the new strategy, our naval presence will grow in the Pacific, increasing our deployed 
presence there by about 20 percent by 2020. The Navy has maintained about 50 ships in Pacific since 
2001, and half are based there. We send our top capabilities to Pacific (e.g. SSN-21, F/A-18 E/F, 
E/A-18G, DDG-51 IIA). In addition, we are adjusting our Fleet's posture to support a 60/40 percent 
split in ship lay down between the Pacific and Atlantic, including the 

forward-stationing of the Littoral Combat Ship in Singapore to enhance our Western Pacific posture. 

The Navy will maintain credible combat power in Arabian Gulf and Western Indian Ocean. We 
took significant steps in the FY13 budget to address mine, small-boat and submarine threats in the 
Middle East. In addition, we are exploring options to maintain enhanced presence of our Carrier 
Strike Groups in that region. Forward deploying ballistic missile defense (BMD) capable ships to 
Rota, Spain beginning in FY14 will support our European and Central Command requirements and 
free up assets to deploy to the Middle East and the Asia-Pacific. 

In Fiscal Year 2013, we invest thirty percent of our MILCON resources in overseas locations to 
enhance our ability to operate forward and support the Combatant Commanders in the Asia-Pacific, 
Middle East and Europe. Our investments provide innovative, low-footprint naval presence in 
priority regions. We anticipate that we will continue to make similar investments to support new- 
mission and system requirements and enhance Sailor Quality of Life. In the coming years, they 
include additional Bachelor Quarters in Japan, various facilities in Djibouti and Bahrain and a 
weapons storage magazine and warehouse in Rota for forward deployed guided missile destroyers. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


DoD Strategic Guidance 

Question 7: Admiral, approximately 30 percent of the Navy's military construction program request 
is for overseas projects, can you explain the importance of these project requirements? 

Answer: The Navy is at its best when it is operating forward, assuring allies and building 
partnerships, deterring aggression without escalation, defusing threats without fanfare, and 
containing conflict without regional disruption. Our ability to operate forward depends on our U.S. 
bases and strategic partnerships overseas that provide "places" where the Navy-Marine Corps team 
can rest, repair, refuel, and resupply. 

Approximately 90% of Navy's FY13 Overseas MILCON investment directly supports Combatant 
Commander missions and new missions/platforms. Highlights of our FY2013 overseas MILCON 
budget are: 

• Facilities to support our move of four destroyers to a Forward Deployed Forces Naval 
forces status in Rota, Spain, for ballistic missile defense. 

• Facilities for Aegis Ashore in Romania, a critical element of the European Phased Adaptive 
Approach to ballistic missile defense. 

• Aircraft aprons and ammunition and logistics support facilities in Souda Bay, Greece to 
sustain forces forward in the Eastern Mediterranean and Middle East. 

• Investments to allow our new BAMS unmanned surveillance system to operate from key 
locations overseas where, in cooperation with partners, it can monitor the strategic maritime 
crossroads. 

• An operations center, containerized living and work units, and cold storage at Camp 
Lemonier to improve Djibouti's ability to support our forces operating forward and 
conducting the missions needed by Combatant Commanders. 

• Bachelors Quarters in Japan to improve overseas Quality of Life for our deployed Sailors. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


DoD Strategic Guidance 

Admiral, your predecessor supported the Homeport Ashore initiative to move junior sailors living 
on ships into bachelor enlisted quarters to improve quality of life. 

Question 8: Do you still support this initiative? And if so, can you tell us what type of progress 
you are making? 

Answer : Yes. For unaccompanied Sailors, our top priority is providing accommodations for each 
junior Sailor by 2016, while his or her ship is in homeport, as part of our "Homeport Ashore" 
program. Moving a Sailor from the ship to p barracks ashore approximately doubles his living 
space. 

Work is already underway to provide nearly 3,000 Homeport Ashore spaces in Coronado, San 
Diego, and Norfolk. Our FY201 3 MILCON budget submission includes construction of a second 
Homeport Ashore barracks in Coronado, which keeps the program on track to complete by 
2016 . 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Guam and Okinawa 

Question 9: Does the U.S. still view the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF) on Okinawa as 
linked to the Guam buildup or relocation of Marines to other areas in the Pacific? 

Answer: We are delinking the movement of Marines to Guam from progress on the FRF, so that 
both of these important initiatives can proceed independently as the specific circumstances for 
them permit. 

There is a sound strategic basis for establishing an operational Marine presence on Guam, and we 
will move some Marines there as soon as adequate facilities have been constructed for them. There 
is a Japanese domestic political imperative to move from the Marine Corps Air Station to 
Futenma, and both sides have reaffirmed on more than one occasion that the FRF is the only 
operationally and politically viable alternative. 

Until the FRF is constructed, Marine aviation will continue to operate out of Marine Corps Air 
Station (MCAS) Futenma. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Guam and Okinawa 

Question 10: What, in your view, constitutes an acceptable conclusion to the FRF issue? 

Answer: The Department remains committed to working with Japan on an acceptable solution to 
the Futenma Replacement Facility (FRF) issue. We are nearing the conclusion of an independent 
study and assessment of the options for relocating the base operations. The results of the study 
and recommended options will be reviewed by Secretary Panetta and shared with Congress. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Guam and Okinawa 

Question 11: Are the U.S. and Japanese governments still committed to a Guam relocation or 
have other locations been identified, such Australia? 

Answer: Establishing an operational Marine Corps presence on Guam is entirely consistent with 
our recently announced Strategic Guidance, and meets our objective of achieving a geographically 
distributed, operationally resilient, and politically sustainable U.S. Force presence in the 
Asia-Pacific region. 

Our recently announced plan to establish a rotational presence of U.S. Marines in Australia 
similarly supports our objectives for the region. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Guam and Okinawa 

Question 12: What in your view is a suitable location for Marines to train in the Pacific? 

Answer: Ensuring adequate training opportunities for the military forces in the Pacific is a high 
priority for the Department of Defense, There are a number of suitable locations that already can 
provide a variety of training opportunities for the Marine Corps in the Pacific, including joint and 
multilateral exercises. 



125 


[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Staff of the U.S. Air 
Force General Norton A. Schwartz follows:] 

Air Force Military Construction Budget 

The Air Force's military and family housing budget for fiscal year 2013 totals $970 million, a 
drastic reduction from fiscal year 2012. The fiscal year 2013 submission also does not include a 
request for overseas contingency operations. 

Question 13: Please explain to the Committee the rationale for such a drastic reduction. Please 
describe for the Committee what your biggest challenges are. How does the fiscal year 20 1 3 
address your challenges? What is not addressed in your fiscal year 2013 submission? 

Answer: As the steward of the Air Force's natural and built infrastructure, our charter is to ensure 
we make the right investment, in the right asset, at the right time to meet the challenges of a complex 
global security environment within an austere fiscal environment while enabling Global Vigilance, 
Reach and Power for our Nation's security. Given that charter, we were able to build an Fiscal Year 
2013 President's Budget request which supports the Air Force's priorities, and 
preserves our core functions, while living within today's fiscal realities. We took a deliberate pause 
in military construction to ensure we were making the right capital investment decisions while 
adjusting force structure in line with the emerging defense strategy. However, we continued to 
support the Combatant Commanders' top facility priority and met new mission beddown 
requirements. 

Our biggest challenge is that there is no current mission military construction in the program, and 
that there is some risk associated with the funding levels in our primary facility programs But it is 
difficult to quantify that risk since failures of infrastructure and facilities are generally 
unpredictable. 

We are employing centralized asset management principles and our on-going internal 
transformations as our keys to managing facility risk. Despite the deliberate pause in military 
construction, we funded facility sustainment at slightly over 80 percent of the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense's facility sustainment model. We will reduce the risk of this funding level by 
leveraging efficiencies gained by asset management and centralization of our facility programs. 
Additionally, we kept restoration and modernization at 90 percent of historical levels. Again, we 
reduce the risk in this area through employment of centralized, enterprise-wide management 
principles. 

We have addressed our most critical, urgent requirements in the Fiscal Year 2013 submission, and 
our program is consistent to meet the Air Force and the Nation's priorities for combatant 
commander support, on-time delivery for new weapon system support facilities, and 
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some much needed support facilities to better care for our Airmen. However, as noted above, we 
did not include any current mission requirements in Fiscal Year 2013 adding an element of risk. 
This is a one year pause, and we expect current mission requirements will again be addressed in 
Fiscal Year 2014 and throughout the Future Years Defense Plan. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Staff of the U.S. Air 
Force General Norton A. Schwartz follows:] 


Reduction of Aircraft 

Question 14: The Air Force budget shows a great reduction of aircraft, either by retiring or 
relocation. This Committee has seen in the last couple of year an increase in requests for aircraft 
hangar assets. Are there any construction projects that you are aware that are not necessary with 
the changes to types and location of aircraft? 

Answer: There is one active duty project and four Air National Guard (ANG) projects affected by 
the force structure announcement. These projects have been placed on hold and will be evaluated 
using recent iron and personnel reductions/relocation announcements. The hold will prevent these 
resources being spent on unnecessary' requirements. Site surveys with representatives from all 
function areas will be required at each installation to determine how to proceed. There may be a 
good business case to restructure the military construction to help implement conversions at ANG 
installations. 

The active duty Fiscal Year 2013 project at Eielson AFB, AK for a dormitory $45 million project is 
on hold pending revalidation of the requirement. If the project is deemed unnecessary, the Air 
Force will seek authorization for another dormitory or two in Fiscal Year 2014 to use the Fiscal 
Year 2012 appropriated funding. 

The ANG has four projects affected by the recent force structure announcements. The first is an 
ANG Fiscal Year 201 1 project at Nashville. TN, for an Intelligence squadron facility for $5.5 
million. The project will require changes due to growth of the unit and realignment of the 
formerly-assigned C-130 aircrew training mission. The project will be proposed for reuse as the 
first step in bedding down their newly-assigned RPA/RSO, Intelligence Group, and CYBER 
Groups. 

The second is a Fiscal Year 2012 ANG project at Ft Wayne, IN for an A-10 Facility conversion for 
$4 million that is no longer required as envisioned. This project will be proposed for reuse in bed 
down for their newly-assigned MC- 1 2 flying mission, and consolidation of remaining functions 
into an efficient campus supporting the new mission. 

The third project is a Fiscal Year 2012 ANG project at Martin State ANGB, MD for a C-27 
squadron operations facility for $4.9 million that is no longer required. This project will be 
proposed for reuse as the first step in bedding down their newly-assigned Intel/CYBER Group 
missions. 


The fourth is an ANG Fiscal Year 2012 project at Otis ANGB, MA to beddown a 
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component numbered air force (cNAF) unit for $7.8 million. The cNAF unit is no longer required 
based on the Fiscal Year 2013 force structure announcements. The project will be proposed for 
reuse to consolidate remaining distributed common ground system and mission support functions 
remaining at Otis ANGB into a smaller, more mission effective and efficient campus. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Staff of the U.S. Air 
Force General Norton A. Schwartz follows:] 

Joint Basing 

Question 15: Do you believe Joint Basing was a success? Are there any installations where the 
consolidation should have been handled differently? 

Answer : Joint basing is progressing well. At Air Force led bases we have achieved 88 percent of 
common output level standards (COLS). The large number of vacancies transferred from the 
Army and Navy combined with our hiring freeze impacted the bases' ability to meet some COLS. 
The Air Force intent is for joint base (JB) commanders to continue to meet JB COLS while 
adapting to resource reductions by realizing efficiencies always envisioned under the Joint Basing 
concept. We expect steady progress as the joint bases mature and vacancies are filled. 

The method used to determine lead Service was based on a military value calculation which may 
have undervalued the importance of Service heritage. As a result, the Air Force is requesting, with 
Navy support, that the Deputy Secretary of Defense consider designating the Air Force as lead 
Service at Joint Base Anacostia-Bolling (JBAB). Due to the 2005 Base Realignment and Closure 
Commission's removal of the Navy lab from the proposed joint base, the Air Force provided the 
preponderance of assets constituting JBAB (67 percent installation support workforce, 75 percent 
facility space, and 60 percent budget). Had the Commission recalculated the military value and 
consideration given to Service heritage, the recommended lead may have been different. Finally, 
Bolling is a significant historic Air Force location as the Air Force's home in the National Capital 
Region, host to its general officer housing, and the site for Air Force senior level events and 
ceremonies much like Fort Myer is for the Army, 8th and I is for the Marines, and the Navy Yard 
is for the Navy. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


TRICARE 

Question 16; The fiscal year 2013 Presidential budget submission contains a proposal that 
introduces new enrollment fees and higher deductibles for TRICARE Standard/Extra, new 
enrollment fees for retirees 65 and older and increases pharmacy co-pays. How will these proposed 
increases be received by your soldiers and their families? 

Answer: First, men and women on active duty will continue to receive health care at no cost. The 
FY 2013 proposals primarily impact retirees. The proposed increases in prescription drug 
copayments affect active duty families (and retirees) who obtain their prescription drugs from civilian 
retail pharmacies or from the TRICARE home delivery program. Copayments remain at zero (for 
all beneficiaries) for prescription drugs obtained from military hospitals and clinics. 

We understand that any changes to military compensation programs create concern. The increased 
financial pressures on the Department require that we review health care costs and rebalance 
beneficiary cost shares in order to avoid overly large cuts in force structure and other investment 
changes consistent with the defense strategy. 

Before we looked to change the TRICARE fees, we also looked inside of our system for ways to 
save money. Through a series of internal efficiency efforts and provider payment reforms, we have 
already yielded over $3.4 billion in savings. Even with these savings, however, the Department 
needed to rebalance beneficiary cost shares. 

For fifteen years the Department had not increased most TRICARE fees. In a number of cases, the 
TRICARE benefit was made even richer. The net effect was that, in 1996, retired beneficiaries used 
to bear 27 percent of overall health care costs; by 2012 they were responsible for less than 1 1 percent 
of the costs of their health care. If these proposals are enacted, the beneficiary share for costs rises to 
only 14 percent of overall health care cost. 

At the end of this effort, the TRICARE benefit will remain one of the finest and most generous 
health benefits available in the country and better than the TRICARE benefit in 1996. The 
beneficiary out-of-pocket cost share will remain among the lowest available to anyone — and much 
lower than costs by other federal government employees. We believe our approach is careful and 
responsible and that the cost shares properly recognizes the special sacrifices of our men and 
women in uniform, past and present. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


SIZE OF THE FORCE 

The Department of Defense is proposing to make significant reductions to the end strength of 
several components as part of its fiscal year 2013 budget. You have proposed a plan to reduce the 
size of the active Army from an end strength of 569,400 in fiscal year 2011 to 490,000 and reduce 
the size of the Army National Guard from 358,200 to 353,200; reduce the active Navy from an end 
strength of 324,700 in fiscal year 201 1 to 319,500 and the Navy Reserve from 66,200 to 57,100; 
reduce the active Marine Corps from an end strength of 202, 1 00 in fiscal year 20 1 1 to 1 82, 1 00; and 
to reduce the end strength of the Air Force by 9,900 personnel in fiscal year 2013 alone: 3,900 
active duty airmen, 5,100 guardsmen, and 900 reservists. 

Question 17: The Committee is concerned that the troop strength reductions proposed are budget 
driven rather than based on military requirements. In your military opinion, will the Department 
have enough troops based on the proposed end strength to meet our current obligations and respond 
to any future potential military needs? 

Answer: Our military is transitioning to an era of more constrained resources. We must carefully 
and deliberately evaluate trade-offs in force structure, acquisition, and compensation. The 
Department will need to make hard choices, focus on our priorities, and overcome bureaucratic and 
parochial tendencies. In sum, it is imperative to recommit ourselves to being judicious stewards of 
the Nation's resources. 

The decisions underlying these reductions flow from the strategic guidance of the Department of 
Defense. This guidance set priorities for assessing our programs, force structure, and spending in 
the context of a persistently dangerous and increasingly competitive security environment. With 
those priorities in mind, these reductions strike an appropriate and necessary balance between 
succeeding in today's conflicts and preparing for tomorrow's challenges. We will ensure our ability 
to protect vital national interests and to execute our most important missions. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

At the end of fiscal year 2011, all of the services were operating at or near their authorized end 
strengths, and they met, and in many cases exceeded, their recruiting and retention goals. 

Question 18: Please describe the plan for reducing the size of the force given that many services 
are operating near their authorized end strengths. 

Answer: We must balance the competing requirements for equipment reset, modernization and 
support for our Service members and their families in a climate of reduced budgets. Responsibly 
managing the required force reduction as many Service members transition to veteran status, while 
ensuring we keep faith with those who have sacrificed so much to secure our Nation's interests, is a 
responsibility we take very seriously. 

With the Department's active duty end strength projected to decrease by approximately 100,000 
personnel by the end of FY17, we must take a targeted, precise approach. The reinstatement of 
Enhanced Selective Early Retirement Board authority, the extension of Early Discharge or 
Reduction in Force (RIF) authority, combined with the use of Voluntary Separation Pay (VSP) and 
Temporary Early Retirement Authority (TERA) will allow the Military Departments to execute a 
very balanced drawdown. The combination of these and other authorities will allow us to shape the 
force with greater flexibility and fidelity. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Cuiberson for the Under Secretary of Defense Robert F. 
Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

Question 19: Mr.’ Hale, what is the timeline for the reduction in force? How many years do you expect 
the proposed drawdown to take? Please provide for the Committee the expected savings by fiscal year over 
the FYDP. Does this take into account any associated costs of the drawdown, such as increased separation 
payments and unemployment compensation? 

Answer: The timeline for the reductions will vary by Component; however, the major reductions to the 
active duty Marine Corps and Army strength levels are planned to take place over 4 to 5 years and be 
complete by the end of FY 2016 and FY 2017, respectively. 

The following table compares the total end strength in the FY 2012 President's Budget FYDP to the FY 
2013 President's Budget FYDP, and provides the estimated savings for each fiscal year across the FYDP. 
The total estimated military personnel and Defense Health Program savings across the FYDP (FY 2013 — 
FY 2017) is S12.2 billion. While the Components are still formulating their specific drawdown plans, they 
are budgeting for estimated increases in known costs such as separation pays and separation moves. 

Military End Strength PB 2012 vs. PB 2013 



FY 2012 

FY 2013 

FY 2014 

FY 2015 

FY 2016 

FY 2017 

FY 2012 PB FYDP E/S 

2,269,700 

2,253,700 

2,248,400 

2,224,000 

2,201,800 

2(201,800 

FY 2013 PB FYDP E/S 

2.269.700 

2.238.400 

2.196.600 

2.176.900 

2.160.100 

2.145.800 

Delta End Strength 


(15,300) 

(51,800) 

(47,100) 

(41,700) 

(56,000) 

Estimated Savinas (SB1* ** 


SO.O 

S0.2 

$2.0 

$3.4 

$3.0 

$3.6 


* Includes end strength funded in Base and Overseas Contingency Operations Requests. 

** Includes savings to the Military Personnel appropriations. Retiree Health Care Accrual accounts, and the 
Defense Health Program 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

Question 20: Are you considering using incentives, such as severance packages and early 
retirement packages, to encourage voluntary early separation? Will forced separations be 
implemented to assist with the drawdown? 

Answer: Programmed reductions will be carefully and deliberately managed to preserve force 
readiness. The Services have a range of authorities to effect these reductions. These include 
retraining individuals to undermanned specialties, as well as paying individuals separation pay to 
voluntarily or involuntarily separate Use of these authorities is up to the Military Department 
Secretaries and it would be inappropriate to speculate on which authorities the Military Departments 
may use at any given time. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

Question 21; What impact might the forced exit of servicemembers have on the overall morale in 
the military? 

Answer; The men and women of the United States Armed Forces are professional, dedicated and 
loyal, and I expect this will be the case both during and after the drawdown. The Department policy 
of using voluntary separations ahead of involuntary programs remains in place. We are working with 
the Services to ensure they give Service members as much advanced notice as possible of their 
Service’s drawdown plans and the likelihood of them being retained. Armed with this knowledge. 
Service members will be able to make informed choices and plan for their futures. Additionally, the 
Department is examining our transition assistance programs, in concert with the Departments of 
Veterans Affairs and Labor, to ensure those moving to veteran status are properly cared for. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

Question 22: While the Department is proposing to reduce the size of the force, many military 
specialties are experiencing shortages of qualified personnel. Please describe how you will reduce 
the size of the force while retaining a sufficient number of mission critical specialists. What will 
prevent these critical skill specialists from taking advantage of financial incentives to separate along 
with the rest of the force? 

Answer: Maintaining an agile, flexible and balanced force while conducting this reduction will be 
the major challenge in the years ahead. The Department is carefully examining the authorities 
required to get us to our legislated end strength, while maintaining transparency with regard to our 
future requirements. We will continue to work with the Congress to reinstate additional expired 
authorities from previous drawdowns that would offer the Department the ability to focus 
separations and avoid the loss of critical expertise. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

Question 23: The plan to shrink the size of the force is predicated on the complete withdrawal of 
troops from Iraq that took place last December as well as an expedited withdrawal of troops from 
Afghanistan. According to the Department's recently released strategic guidance, the military no 
longer expects to be able to fight two ground wars or engage in large scale, long-term 
counter-insurgency and stability operations as we have been for the past ten years. As we well 
know, nobody can know exactly what future threats or situations our military will confront. Please 
explain how the Department plans to retain the ability to adjust or reverse changes in force structure 
should these assumptions prove incorrect. 

Answer: We will retain, to the extent possible, the ability to adjust or reverse force structure and 
modernization changes being made today to preserve flexibility for tomorrow. The Army and 
Marine Corps are both working to retain a slightly more senior force by retaining mid-grade NCOs 
and commissioned officers even as their overall end strength decreases. The Army is preserving the 
organizational structure and training force upon which it may build if required In this way, they will 
have the structure and cadre of experienced leaders necessary to build upon if we have to re-grow 
the force quickly. 1 

We are making only marginal reductions in the Army reserve and Army National Guard and no 
reductions to the Marine Corps Reserve. Furthermore, we will leverage the operational experience 
and institute a progressive readiness model in the National Guard and Reserves in order to sustain 
increased readiness prior to mobilization. In particular, we will maintain key combat support 
capabilities such as sustainment as well as combat service support capabilities such as civil affairs 
maintained at a high readiness level in the Reserve Component. Similarly, the Air Force is 
balancing the size of its reserve and active components, including aircraft and manpower reductions, 
and adjusting the alignment of missions and installations to sustain the operational Reserve 
Component for the long term. The Air Force will augment the readiness of their reserves by 
increasing Active-Reserve Component associations? 

Some domestic manufacturers have key skills in the design and manufacture of military systems 
that cannot be duplicated elsewhere in the economy or regenerated quickly. The budget plan 
sustains, where possible, these segments of the industrial base. For example, adding the afloat 
forward staging base addresses urgent operational shortfalls and will help sustain the shipbuilding 
industry in the near-term and mitigate the impact of reducing ship procurement in the FYDP.3 


"Defense Budget Priorities and Choices," p. 12 
"Defense Budget Priorities and Choices," p. 12-13 
3 "Defense Budget Priorities and Choices,” p. 13 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F, Hale follows:] 


DRAWDOWN OF THE FORCE 

Question 24: If we were attacked on two fronts, would we have the force strength and the 
resources necessary to respond? 

Answer: No matter how much we might like to think that we can predict the future, we know we 
cannot. To ensure that we have the finest military in the world, capable of protecting America's 
national security interests, we will remain flexible enough to conduct a full range of missions to 
confront an array of threats. And we will be fully capable of confronting more than one aggressor. 

The Department has proven itself adept at maintaining the all-volunteer force through two major 
conflicts; the two-war construct has guided the Department's force-sizing for decades. Maintaining 
the Department's ability to meet our strategic objectives and ensuring the readiness of our military 
forces are key factors in evaluating appropriate end strength levels. We will protect our ability to 
regenerate capabilities as needed and ensure our Reserve Component is well-equipped and 
well-trained. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Bishop for Chief of Staff U.S. Army 
General Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 


Readiness (Army) 

Question 1: The Department of Defense directed the services to manage the Reserve Components 
as an Operational Force based on the DoD Directive 1200.17 from 2008. What resourcing 
decisions has the Army made to comply with this directive? 

Answer Army has complied with the guidance in DoD Directive 1200.1 7 by incorporating 
additional training days and associated Operations and Maintenance costs in a Resource 
Management Decision as part of the effort to Operationalize the Reserve Components (RC). In 
addition to the increased training days, the Army has programmed other resources to implement an 
Operational RC. Requirements have been programmed to support the following: 

1 . RC medical and dental readiness 

2. RC requirements for homeland defense and Defense Support to Civil Authorities (DSCA) 

3. Equipment modernization and interoperability 

4. Full-time support requirements 

5. RC facilities and training area modernization 

6. Sustainment 

7. Soldier and family support activities 

All of the support for these requirements are consistent with Congressional and DoD guidance. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Bishop for Chief of Staff U.S. Army 
General Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 


Readiness (Army) 

Question 2: As of March 1, 2012, what is the modernization level of Aviation equipment for each 
component (AC, USAR, ARNG)? Also, provide FY 13 procurement funding level of Aviation 
equipment for each component (AC, USAR, ARNG). 

Answer: The Department of the Army Master Priority List (DARPL) and the Army Force 
Generation (ARFORGEN) model drive aviation modernization. Using these metrics, the 
modernization end state goal provides the most modem aircraft available to the ARFORGEN 
aviation forces scheduled to meet current requirements and forecast future operational requirements. 
ARFORGEN sequences the Army's 12 active component (AC) Combat Aviation Brigades and the 
8 reserve component (RC) CABs to meet deployment requirements. AC CABs have a 1 : 1 .3 
deployed to dwell ratio and RC CABs have a 1 :3 ratio. 

Army Aviation's Modernization Plan is designed to keep its manned platforms (Apache, 

Blackhawk, Kiowa, Lakota, Chinook, and Fixed Wing), unmanned platforms (Gray Eagle, Shadow, 
Raven) and aviation enablers (ground support equipment, air traffic services) viable to meet 
operational requirements. The manned platform modernization end state goal for Apache is a fleet of 
both AH-64D Block II and Block III aircraft, Blackhawk will be both UH/HH-60L and 
UH/HH-60M, Kiowa will be an OH-58D to OH-58F Service Life Extension Program or a yet to be 
determined new Armed Aerial Scout, Lakota is a pure fleet UH-72A, Chinook is a pure fleet 
CH-47F. 

The FY13 procurement funding level of Aviation equipment for each component is as follows: 
Active $4,866.6M; Reserve S206.8M; Guard $224. 1M. 

As of March 1, 2012. the modernization level of Aviation equipment for each component (AC, 
USAR, and ARNG) is: 


Platform 

Active 

US Army 
Reserve 

Army National 
Guard 

Apache 

63% 

0% 

31% 

Blackhawk 

71% 

91% 

38% 

Kiowa* (OH-58D) 

90% 

N/A 

80% 

Lakota 

67% 

N/A 

51% 
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Chinook 

56% 

0% 

16% 

Fixed Wing* 

100% 

90% 

100% 

Gray Eagle 

13% 

N/A 

N/A 

Shadow 

100% 

N/A 

100% 

Raven 

89% 

35% 

55% 

Enablers 

89% 

83% 

87% 


* As of March 1, 2012 no modernized platform in production for 
OH-58D, C-12, C-26, and UC-35. 

The projected modernization level of each fleet through the end of FY17 is shown below. 
Important caveat this projection assumes no change to the POM 13-17 funding profile and no 
change to currently programmed Aviation force structure, both of which are likely to occur. 


Platform 

Active 

US Army 
Reserve 

Army National 
Guard 

Apache 

100% 

100% 

88% 

Blackhawk 

84% 

100% 

72% 

Kiowa (OH-58F) 

25% 

N/A 

0% 

Lakota 

100% 

N/A 

100% 

Chinook 

100% 

67% 

93% 

Fixed Wing 

100% 

90% 

100% 

Gray Eagle 

100% 

N/A 

N/A 

Shadow 

100% 

N/A 

100% 

Raven 

100% 

100% 

100% 

Enablers 

93% 

84% 

88% 





142 


[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Bishop for Chief of Staff U.S. Army 
General Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 


Readiness (Army) 

Question 3: For Joint Light Tactical Truck program, what is Army acquisition objective (how 
many JLTV trucks does Army intend to procure)? What is breakdown of this number by each 
component? 

Answer: The Army Acquisition Objective for the Joint Light Tactical Vehicle (JLTV) is 49,099. 
The component breakdown has not been finalized; however, the current planning numbers are 
Component (COMPO) 1 (Active Units) 29,460; COMP02 (National Guard) 14,729 and 
C0MP03 (Army Reserve) 4,910. 



143 


[Questions for the Record submitted by Chairman Culberson and Congressman Young for Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) Under Secretary of Defense Robert F. Hale follows:] 


SIZE OF THE FORCE 

Question 1: Mr. Hale, please describe the methods and analysis used by the Department to 
determine the size of the drawdown and how this data demonstrates that the reduced end strength is 
adequate to meet potential future obligations. Are additional cuts to the size of the force beyond 
those already announced expected? 

Answer: The Department examined the force inventories needed to satisfy the operational demands 
on the force. These demands fall into two broad categories. First, the Department is required to 
sustain forward posture around the world in peacetime both to deter potential adversaries and to be 
able to provide an immediate response in case of crisis. Second, the Department needs forces to 
execute the Combatant Commanders’ primary operational plans. The Department determined the 
forces needed to satisfy each of these operational demands and considered combinations of 
demands that reflected the President's National strategy. This analytic process identified the force 
structure needed to satisfy and sustain this strategy. Additional changes to the force may arise as the 
Department continues to refine its needs and budget priorities in the face of ever evolving global 
threats and budget environment. 



144 


[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Young for Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Under Secretary of Defense Robert F. Hale follows:] 

VETERANS HOUSING 

Question 2: "The U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs estimates that over 200,000 veterans will 
experience homelessness each year. In general, 33% of the homeless populations are veterans, and 
67% of those have served their country for more than 3 years. 70% of homeless veterans suffer 
from substance abuse problems. 80% of homeless veterans have received an honorable discharge. 
Evidence-based statistics show that there is much more that needs to be done to improve the 
services provided to veterans to help ensure success during their transition back to a stable and 
productive civilian lifestyle. What steps are the Services taking, in conjunction with the VA, to 
address this problem?" 

Answer: Since the issue of homeless veterans is outside of the purview of the Department of 
Defense (DOD), we cannot address the policies, programs and initiatives in place at the Department 
of Veterans Affairs (VA), However, in order to ease the transition from active duty status to 
veteran, DOD has worked in partnership with the VA and the Department of Labor (DOL) in 
implementing the Transition Assistance Program (TAP). 

In order to strengthen the existing TAP, the Services are engaged in supporting the White House 
Veterans Employment Initiative and working with the VA, DOL and other partners to provide 
information, referral, and services to ensure our Servicemembers and families have the tailored 
training and tools to successfully transition to the civilian community. By implementing this plan, 
there will be greater than ever emphasis on ensuring that transitioning Servicemembers attain career 
and education readiness standards prior to separation so that they can be successful both in the 
workforce as well as in school. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Young for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


Pacific Area of Operations 

Question 3: With the National Defense focus shifting in priority to Asia-Pacific region, and with 
the Department of the Navy returning the Marine Corps to the fleet, do you see an increase or 
decrease in the deployment of our Sailors and Marines in comparison to the past decade? How do 
you see this affecting the overall readiness of our Sailors and Marines? 

Answer: In alignment with the new National Defense Strategy, the Navy will continue to provide 
credible combat power in the Asia-Pacific and Middle East regions to protect our vital interests, assure 
friends and allies, and deter potential adversaries. This strategic focus is not a significant change to our 
ongoing operations. The Navy does not anticipate any changes to deployment length or overall 
readiness for our Sailors or Marines due to the new Defense Strategic Guidance. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Young for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 


Pacific Area of operations 

Question 4: The National Defense Strategy said "We will also expand our networks of cooperation 
with emerging partners throughout the Asia-Pacific to ensure collective capability and capacity for 
securing common interests." Which partners do we see as "emerging" and what are the costs 
associated with building their capability and capacity? Is joint basing (US-Partner) being 
considered? 

Answer : The Navy is pursuing deeper relationships with Singapore, Indonesia, Malaysia, India, 
Vietnam, and Sri Lanka while simultaneously maintaining our very strong relationships with our 
treaty allies in the region: Japan, Republic of Korea, Australia, the Philippines, and Thailand. 

Our ongoing initiatives and new opportunities for building partner nation capability and capacity 
are currently being reviewed. Amongst these initiatives, use of partner or ally bases is among the 
options the Navy is exploring as it seeks to rebalance forces towards the Asia Pacific region 
consistent with the Defense Strategic Guidance. Funding for these ongoing or new initiatives will 
primarily come from existing authorities and appropriations such as the Combatant Commander 
Initiative Fund, Foreign Military Sales, and the International Military Education and Training 
program. 

Expanded partner capability coupled with our enduring forward presence supports robust training, 
exercises and mil-to-mil engagement. Partner capability and forward presence also will sustain 
access and help advance our national interests in the Asia-Pacific. 



147 


[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Chief of Staff U.S. Army 
General Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 


Question 1: Concerning GCV, what is the focus of the "delay" mentioned in the DoD strategy 
paper (contract award protest) and the calculation that appears to be made to reduce the FY13 
request? 

Answer: The Ground Combat Vehicle (GCV) "delay" mentioned in the Department of Defense 
Strategy paper was due to a Government Accountability Office (GAO) protest filed by Science 
Applications International Corporation (SAIC) on August 29, 2011. British Aerospace 
Engineering (BAE) and General Dynamics Land Systems (GDLS) were each awarded 24-month 
Technology Development contracts, but were placed in a stop-work situation for 100 days until the 
protest was denied by the GAO on December 05, 2011. 

This stop-work delayed the start of performance of the two Technology Development contracts by 
100 days and caused the Army to shift planned work into the next fiscal year. The Fiscal Year 
2013 President's Budget of $640 million for GCV accounts for this shift and associated planned 
contractor efforts. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Robert F, Hale follows:] 


Question 2: What are your priorities for the Tactical Wheeled Vehicle fleet? W 7 hat will be done 
to address the aging HMMWV fleet? 

Answer: Unfortunately, the HMMWV platform is at its weight and power capacity limit — we 
will not continue upgrades. The Services, however, will sustain their legacy HMMWV fleets, and 
also invest in the new Joint Light Tactical Vehicle (JLTV). Additionally, the Services will 
continue to employ the MRAP-ATV to meet many light tactical vehicle missions in theater. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Question 3: What is meant by the term "reversibility" as it applies to the defense industrial base? 

Answer: Reversibility applies to the ability to regenerate, mobilize, and adapt our capabilities to 
ensure we have options for an uncertain future. This concept applies to our people, our 
active-reserve component balance, our posture, our partnerships, and our industrial base. We aim 
to preserve select capabilities and critical skills in the industrial base — ensuring investments 
maintain skill sets vital to our ability to regenerate and adapt to changing threats — and monitoring 
the effects on the industrial base closely. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Question 4: During this time of fiscal pressure, what is DoD doing (acquisition polices, etc) to 
ensure contracts are not just going to the lowest bidder, but that critical requirements are met with 
quality products and capabilities? We are hearing that requirements are being lowered and/ or 
eliminated in order to increase competition and lower price. 

Answer: The Department does not support reducing its requirements or evaluation criteria in order 
to increase competition. The projects requested in the annual President's Budget reflect the needs 
of the respective DoD Components. DoD develops technical criteria largely from consensus 
building standards such as those established by the International Building Council and the 
American Society of Heating, Refrigeration, and Air Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) to ensure 
high performing facilities that satisfy federal sustainability and energy project requirements. 
Furthermore, for many military construction projects, the Department evaluates potential 
contractor's proposals using a Best Value Source Selection process because it allows the selection 
of the best technical solutions by the best performers. Alternatively, the Department uses a low 
price technically acceptable (LPTA) approach to selecting a contractor for projects with 
clearly-defined and detailed requirements that limit the benefit of technology tradeoff options. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Chief of Staff U,S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 


Question 5: Has the Army taken a look at the Cost Benefit Analysis conducted by the CECOM's 
G8 from an Army level with respect to the movement of the Central Technical Support Facility 
(CTSF) at Fort Hood? It seems that movement of this facility to Aberdeen Proving Grounds, 
Maryland with an estimated cost of approximately $22 million, risks losing a skilled and trained 
workforce currently manning the CTSF in Texas. In a time of significant budget constraints, do you 
think this expensive and potentially imprudent move makes sense? Will the Army conduct a CBA 
from the Army staff level to ensure that CECOM's CBA is still relevant to the current situation? 

Answer: We are looking at efficiencies across the force as we try to address the significant budget 
cuts across the Army in POM 13-17. CECOM is looking at several areas to include the Central 
technical Support Facility (CTSF) at Fort Hood. No recommendations have been made to the 
Department of the Army. A CECOM Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA) was reviewed, vetted, and 
validated through the Office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Cost and Economics) as 
part of the process to evaluate several options. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 


Question 6: Do you think that the current cap of $750k for Sustainment Revitalization and 
Modernization (SRM) projects is a hindrance for most installations in properly managing their 
infrastructure? Meaning, does this create applying "Band-Aids" to infrastructure needs which likely 
ends up costing the military more in the long run? 

Answer: The S750K provides installations with the ability to combine Operations and 
Maintenance (O&M) funded unspecified minor construction with repair of existing facilities to 
meet future force structure changes and mobilization requirements. Sufficiently funding the O&M 
Restoration (referred to above as "Revitalization") and Modernization (R&M) account has a 
positive effect on infrastructure that prevents deterioration of facilities and saves the Army money. 
There is one area where adjusting the cap will benefit the Army and that is increasing the 
Unspecified Minor Military Construction Authority (UMMCA) from $2M to $3M. This authority 
increase will, with Congressional knowledge, allow DoD to respond more effectively to urgent and 
unforeseen requirements and to consolidate into fewer and more efficient facilities. This also 
reduces the re-capitalization rate faster by allowing projects under S3M to be funded with a 
UMMCA account. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odierno follows:] 


Question 7 : 1 understand the Army has recently made the Army Career and Alumni Program 
(ACAP) mandatory for all Soldiers leaving the Army up to 1 8 months prior to separation. While 
this is a very good program that greatly benefits Soldiers, is ACAP resourced to handle this new 
demand and the likely increasing demands as you draw down? If not, what is the plan to do so? 

Answer: The mandates of the Veterans Opportunity to Work Act of 201 1 (or VOW Act) and the 
Presidential Task Force on Veteran Employment Initiatives which mandates the Transition 
Assistance Program (TAP) for all separating Soldiers will nearly triple the throughput of Soldiers in 
Army Career and Alumni Program (ACAP), As such, we are looking internal to the Army and 
Department of Defense for the funds to support this effort. The Army is currently in the Budgetary 
Review Process to identify the resource requirements needed to implement a new transitions 
training and services delivery model. The training and support provided to transitioning Soldiers 
will ensure that all Army Veterans are "career or education ready" prior to leaving active duty, and 
that they have the skills they need and deserve when they return to civilian life. 

In order to meet the increased Soldier throughput and fulfill the VOW requirements, ACAP is 
addressing the situation from three avenues of approach. First, we will reinforce our existing 
infrastructure. We currently have 54 ACAP centers with 200 counselors with a plan to increase the 
number of counselors. Workload requirements dictate a need for several hundred counselors; 
however, leadership involvement and virtual usage will reduce that requirement. 

Next, we will utilize Forward/Mobile Transition Support Teams positioned away from Army 
installations to support Soldiers and units that are geographically dispersed. Half of the 
transitioning Army force completes their transition away from an installation. Lastly, we have 
already stood up the virtual ACAP center with a 24/7 call center where Soldiers may contact a 
certified transition counselor anytime from anywhere. Transition preparation can also take place in 
a virtual room where Soldiers may access online classes that are the same as the training at a 
physical ACAP center. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 

Question 8: Civilian workforce reductions are already having an impact on Soldier support 
programs and functions like Soldier/Family Assistance Centers for the Warrior Training Brigades 
and Transition Service Centers. How will the current requirements, which will likely significantly 
increase by the drawdown, be managed if we are cutting those resources? How will this impact 
Soldiers and their families if these areas become "chokepoints" to transitioning out of service? 

Answer: Continued care and support for Wounded, 111, and Injured Soldiers and their Families is a 
top priority of the Army leadership, and Soldier and Family Assistance Centers (SFAC) are a 
critical component of this support. The Army will not reduce its support to this population. In fact, 
SFAC funding was moved to the base budget in fiscal year 2010 to provide for a more consistent 
funding stream. 

The Army does not anticipate SFACs becoming a "chokepoint". We are in the process of 
collecting data to update SFAC manpower requirements and will hire staff to the required levels. 
The Army is also considering the possibility of supporting additional populations to ensure fall 
SFAC utilization. In any case. Wounded, 111, or Injured Soldiers will continue to have first priority 
for SFAC services. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Carter for Chief of Staff of U.S. Air Force 
General Norton A. Schwartz follows:] 


Question 9: Gen Schwartz, as a follow up to the previous question about removal of 8 C- 130's 
from the Texas Air National Guard's 136th Airlift Wing based in Fort Worth, what C-130 assets are 
now left to the immediate availability of the Governors of the Gulf States? Are all of the assets left 
strictly Title 10 assets? 

Answer: After the divesture of the eight C-l 30s in Fort Worth, the Air National Guard in Arkansas 
and Georgia will still operate C-130 aircraft. Arkansas hosts the 189th Airlift Wing that provides 
formal training to upgrading aircrews and operates nine C-l 30s at Little Rock Air Force Base and 
Georgia hosts the 165th Airlift Wing that provides tactical airlift and airdrop capabilities and 
operates eight C- 1 30s in Savannah, Georgia. Both wings can assist the Gulf States under the 
Emergency Management Assistance Compact (E-MAC). In addition to the C-l 30s, Mississippi 
hosts the 172nd Airlift Wing operating nine C-l 7s at Jackson providing both tactical and strategic 
airlift and airdrop capabilities and can land on unimproved airfields. If airlift support is required for 
Federally-declared emergencies, the Air Mobility Command will provide airlift support via the 
Global Force Management process which pulls from any/all available forces — which would 
include the 189th, 165th, and 172nd Airlift Wings. 

Title 10 airlift assets in the Gulf States include the following locations: Dyess Air Force Base 
(AFB), Abilene, Texas with 29 C-l 30s assigned to the 317th Airlift Group; Lackland AFB, San 
Antonio, Texas with 16 C-5s assigned to the Air Force Reserve 433rd Airlift Wing; Little Rock 
AFB, Little Rock, Arkansas with 74 C-130s assigned to the 19th Airlift Wing and 314th Airlift 
Wing; Keesler AFB, Biloxi, Mississippi with 10 C-l 30s assigned to the Air Force Reserve 403rd 
Wing; and Maxwell AFB, Montgomery, Alabama with 7 C-l 30s assigned to the Air Force Reserve 
908th Airlift Wing. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Flake for the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Under Secretary of Defense Robert F. Hale follows:] 


In the final version of the FY 2012 defense appropriations measure, the Congress transferred 
an additional $10 billion above the administration's request from "base" Pentagon accounts into 
the Overseas Contingency Operations section of the bill, reserved for war-related funding. This 
section, as you know, is not subject to spending caps. 

Question 1: How does the transfer of funds that are not war-related into the OCO account affect 
your budgeting for the following year? If funds are shifted from the base account into OCO, will 
they remain there in future requests? Is there any cost to the Department of Defense as you 
accommodate these shifts of funds? For example, does it increase administrative/book keeping 
costs? 

Answer: 

"How does the transfer of funds that are not war-related into the OCO account affect your 
budgeting for the following year?" 

It does not really affect it because the Department of Defense (DoD) prepares the Overseas 
Contingency Operations (OCO) budget from the bottom-up each year, based on Presidential 
decisions and Commander needs. 

"If funds are shifted from the base account into OCO, will they remain there in future requests?" 

Generally speaking, the answer is no. For the most part, DoD considers congressional transfers 
from the base budget to OCO to be a one year, temporary financing change. 

"Is there any cost to the Department of Defense as you accommodate these shifts of funds? For 
example, does it increase administrative/book keeping costs?" 

An unquantified cost is incurred due to several reasons: 

• The additional time spent by the various budget and program staffs to appropriately account 
for the new funding source for the transferred programs; 

• Adding footnotes and providing explanatory statements in base and OCO budget 
justification materials that adequately explain the non-linear funding requirement for a 
program between the prior and budget years; 


Explaining to leadership, media, auditors, Congressional staff, and others the true OCO 
funding amounts. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Flake for the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Under Secretary' of Defense Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Your OCO budget request for FY 2013 includes full funding for current force levels in 
Afghanistan, despite discussions of further troop withdrawals before the end of the fiscal year. A 
CQ article published on January 30 of this year noted that, "some of that extra room may be needed 
in the event of automatic spending cuts." 

Question 2: To what degree was your OCO request influenced by the possibility of sequestration? 
If further troop reductions are announced for Afghanistan, do you expect the additional OCO funds 
requested to be used to fund other items? 

Answer: The possibility of sequestration did not influence the Department of Defense (DoD) 
budgeting process for FY 201 3. The DoD overseas contingency operations (OCO) budget is a 
bottom-up budget preparation each year, and it is configured to support current national policy and 
military strategy, to include troop rotations and planned deployments/redeployments, and 
Commander needs on the ground. There are no adjustments made to the DoD OCO budget to offset 
possible sequestration affects. 

The OCO budget is adjusted when the President decides to implement additional troop 
redeployments. For example, the DoD submitted its FY 2012 OCO budget in February 201 1; in 
June 201 1 the President announced his decision to redeploy 33,000 troops from Afghanistan. 
Accordingly, the Congress reduced the DoD OCO budget for FY 2012 by $4,043 billion. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Flake for the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) Under Secretary of Defense Robert F. Hale follows:] 


In a recent interview with Defense News, you talk about an additional $60 billion in savings 
that is a part of the FY 2013 budget, that will be realized from FY 2013 through FY 201 7. This is 
on top of the $150 billion that was identified and targeted for savings over the course of FY 2012 
through FY 2016. 

Question 3: What portion of the $150 billion has been reinvested into the services? Will the $60 
billion you've identified for FY 2013 through FY 2017 be applied entirely to savings, or will 
some of it be reinvested as well? Can you describe what those savings are comprised of? 

Answer: Of the $150 billion identified as efficiencies in the FY 2012 budget request, the Military 
Services kept $100 billion to reinvest in higher priority programs. The $60 billion identified in 
the FY 2013 budget request will all be applied entirely to savings. The savings are comprised of: 


(Dollar Savings in Millions) 


Summary by Initiative Bin 

Acquisition Strategy- 

Facilities. Housing, and Construction 

Information Technology 

Intelligence and other Classified Activity 

Printing and Publishing 

Security Initiatives 

Streamline Management Overhead and 
Supply Chain and Logistics 
Training and Conferences 
Travel and Transportation 
Workforce — Civilian 
Workforce — Contractor 
Workforce — Military 
Other Operations 
Total Initiatives 


FY 2013 FY 2013- FY 2017 


1,155 

11,224 

2.425 

8.993 

435 

4,647 

517 

2,814 

78 

366 

161 

782 

1,631 

8,797 

581 

2,459 

455 

2,617 

161 

814 

876 

11,206 

404 

2,036 

483 

2,269 

219 

1,148 

9,583 

60.173 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Austria for Chief of Staff of the U.S. Air 
Force General Norton A. Schwartz follows:] 


Question 1: The Air Force decision to divest itself of the C-27J aircraft has impacted several 
bases, including the 1 79th Airlift Wing at Mansfield Air National Guard base. As a member of 
the Ohio delegation, I am concerned about the future of the 179th and the vulnerability 
of Mansfield in any potential future BRAC. Can you please explain why Mansfield was the only 
C-27J unit that was not re-missioned? And, do you have a replacement mission in mind for this 
unit? 

Answer: The decision not to re-mission Mansfield reflects the guidance stated in the first Air 
National Guard Capstone Principle: allocate at least one flying wing with ANG equipment to each 
state. The following units were divested of C-27J aircraft/planned C-27J aircraft: 

1 . Martin State, MD. The state was left with only one flying mission (A-lOs), so they were 
re-missioned with an ISR Group. 

2. Battle Creek, MI. The state was left with only one flying mission (KC-1 35s), so they were 
re-missioned with MQ-9 Remote Split Operations (no airplanes). 

3. Fargo, ND. The state was left with only one flying mission (MQ-1), so they were re- 
missioned with a Targeting Squadron 

4. Great Falls, MT. After Fiscal Year 2012 and Fiscal Year 2013 actions, the state was left 
with no flying missions, so they were re-missioned with C-l 30s to replace the loss of their 
F-15s (Fiscal Year 2012 action). The state did not receive a replacement mission for the 
C-27J. 

5. Bradley, CT. The state was left with no flying missions, so they were re-missioned with 
MC-12s. 

6. Mansfield, OH. The state was left with three flying missions (KC-135s, F-16s, and a MQ-1 
RSO), so they were not re-missioned. 

In summary, Ohio has three flying missions left in the state while all the other states losing C27Js 
were left with either one or no flying missions. Thus, Mansfield was not re-missioned. Given the 
Department's current fiscal constraints and new strategy guidance, the Fiscal Year 201 3 President's 
Budget request does not include a replacement mission for Mansfield at this time. 
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Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Austria for Chief of Staff of the U.S. Air 
Force General Norton A. Schwartz follows:] 


Question 2: The 445th at WPAFB received their ninth C-17 aircraft last month as part of their 
conversion from C-5s. The new aircraft has brought new capabilities as well as additional training 
requirements, specifically assault landing zone training. Has the Air Force examined the potential 
savings by building an assault zone at Springfield Air National Guard base for use by the 445th? If 
not, does the Air Force have another plan to provide alternate training methods while reducing the 
associated fuel costs? 

Answer: As a result of Wright-Patterson's Site Activation Task Force visit, an action item was 
created to perform feasibility and environmental studies to determine the most advantageous and 
most cost-effective location for a potential assault landing zone. The preliminary work has been 
accomplished, but the studies have not yet commenced. The planned studies will include multiple 
potential sites providing much shorter en-route flying times than the current assault training plan. 
The Air Force Reserve Command has identified a potential avenue for collaborating with the 
National Guard Bureau on identifying a potential assault zone to utilize. With the growth of C-17 
units in the Reserve Component and the challenge of existing budgetary constraints, the Air 
National Guard and Air Force Reserve are in preliminary discussions to determine viable 
alternatives to the current assault training infrastructure that could potentially benefit all of the 
newly transitioned Reserve Component C- 1 7 units. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Austria for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Question 3 : 1 recently met with veterans from the American Legion, They, like many of our men 
and women currently serving, are concerned about the potential loss or change in compensation to 
include pay, retirement benefits, and TRICARE fees. I am committed to ensure our vets receive 
the benefits they have earned. What are you and your staff doing to ensure we do not break faith 
with those who have served so honorably? 

Answer: The changes in cost sharing represent only one of the key steps that we are taking to 
improve health care and to hold down cost growth. These changes will mostly affect retirees and, 
especially, retirees who are under the age of 65 and are still in their working years. We have 
exempted those who are medically retired and survivors of those killed on Active Duty. We are 
also working to improve overall health care — moving from health care to health. We are reducing 
internal costs by cutting administrative overhead at headquarters and buying more effectively, And 
we have significantly reduced payments to our civilian providers in order to slow the growth in 
health care costs. 

The Department requested lull pay raises for FY13 and FY14, and more limited pay raises beginning 
in FY15. For FY13, this would provide an increase in military basic pay for all service members of 
1.7 percent, which is in line with earnings increases seen in the private sector, as measured by the 
annual change in the Employment Cost Index. 

The Department also understands current fiscal pressures demand change. Although the Department 
recommended Congress establish an independent commission to review military retirement, 
Secretary Panetta has also made clear that current members will be grandfathered. For those who 
serve today, there will be no changes in retirement benefits. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Farr for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 

Question 1: The June 1, 201 1, Lamont Memo concludes that the current placement of the Civil 
Affairs force within the Fort Bragg based Special Operations Command and its associated Special 
Warfare Center (SOCOM/SWCS) fails to best serve our national security needs. It also directs the 
Army to move Civil Affairs proponency from under Special SOCOM/SWCS back to the 
Department of the Army's training and Doctrine Command (TRADOC). I understand that one of 
the Army's proposed actions would be to keep CA proponency within SOCOM/SWCS. Flow this 
action would fulfill the direction outlined in the Lamont memo? 

Answer: Secretary Lamont's memorandum requested that the Army G-3/5/7, in coordination with 
the Army G-l and the Commander of TRADOC, develop options and provide recommendations 
for the normalization of CA modernization and branch proponent functions within TRADOC. As 
part of our continuing analysis of how to improve CA proponency and training, the Army will 
review the costs, benefits, and opportunities of several potential options, including any potential 
stationing or command assignment changes. A key factor in these deliberations is that since 2010 
the Army has committed substantial personnel and fiscal resources to improve CA proponency and 
training at the U.S. Army John F. Kennedy Special Warfare Center and School (now the Army's 
Special Operations Center of Excellence), and those investments are only now coming to fruition in 
terms of training capacity and doctrinal support. The Army continues to consider a variety of options 
for further improvements and will do so with fiscal constraints in mind. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Farr for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 

Question 2: The June 1, 2011, Lamont Memo also calls on the Army to step up its game in 
training its Civil Affairs force. It directs the Army to harmonize the training for active duty and 
reserve civil affairs personnel, and include education in foreign languages, regional and cultural 
studies, stability operations and reconstruction, the social sciences, etc. How would the Army meet 
these standards, both in terms of quality and cost effectiveness, if it retains the current 
SOCOM/SWCS stewardship of Civil Affairs? 

Answer: Secretary Lamont's memorandum requested that the Army G-3/5/7 consider that the 
standards for Civil Affairs qualification, training and education should be the same for both active 
and reserve personnel and that it should include education in the law of land warfare, the principles 
of stability operations and reconstruction, competencies in foreign languages, regional and cultural 
studies and the social sciences. The Army's Special Operations Center of Excellence already has the 
capability to include education in the law of land warfare, the principles of stability operations and 
reconstruction, competencies in foreign languages, regional and cultural studies and the social 
sciences. Additionally, maintaining the current stewardship of Civil Affairs is potentially the most 
cost-effective of all options to produce the desired improvements. This will be determined in the 
formal cost-benefit analysis that is not yet complete. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Farr for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 

Question 3: Has the Army identified the short and long term MILCON requirements of 
maintaining the current SOCOM/SWCS stewardship of Civil Affairs? Will Fort Bragg need to 
support additional facility construction to accommodate projected Civil Affairs growth, the 
utilization of the facilities that Civil Affairs currently occupies to accommodate other critical 
SOCOM/SWCS missions, or some combination of these conditions? If there is additional MILCON 
required at SOCOM/SWCS to retain the Civil Affairs force, please identify those MILCON 
projects in the FYDP13-17. 

Answer: As part of the Army's analysis of how to improve Civil Affairs proponency and training, 
we will reexamine MILCON requirements at Fort Bragg to determine if programmed MILCON is 
sufficient to accommodate the planned growth of Civil Affairs units. Major Force Program 1 1 
MILCON projects at Fort Bragg include a new shared-purpose instructional facility and an 
administrative building. Among their multiple uses, these new facilities will host the Civil Affairs 
Training Battalion and the Civil Affairs Proponency Office within the Army's Special Operations 
Center of Excellence. These will significantly expand the Center's capacity to train Civil Affairs 
Soldiers. If our continuing analysis indicates that additional MILCON is required for these purposes, 
we will address that within the FYDP14-18 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Farr for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T. Odiemo follows:] 

Question 4: Has the Army completed an analysis of both the short and long term costs and 
benefits of maintaining Civil Affairs proponency and training at Fort Bragg compared to moving 
those functions to another location? Has it, and if not will it, consider the relative costs and 
opportunities offered by Fort Hunter Liggett's barracks, classroom, range, maneuver, and other 
"turn-key" assets for both short term transitional use and long term training support of the Civil 
Affairs mission? 

Answer: The Army has yet to conduct a formal cost-benefit analysis on the current location or on 
any proposed locations for Civil Affairs proponency and training. As part of the continuing Army 
analysis of how to improve Civil Affairs proponency and training, we will consider the costs, 
benefits, and opportunities of several options. If our analysis leads us to move any portions of Civil 
Affairs training out of Fort Bragg, we will then consider several potential stationing options, 
including Fort Hunter Liggett. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Farr for Chief of Staff U.S. Army General 
Raymond T, Odiemo follows:] 

Question 5: Your leadership on this matter is highly regarded. I would like your assurance that the 
Army's decision making in response to the June 1, 201 1, Lamont memo has been shaped by the 
best informed and objective analysis possible, keeping in mind our national security objectives for 
a Civil Affairs force that is better educated in foreign languages and regional and cultural studies, 
not simply maintaining status quo. 

Answer: The Army's decision-making regarding Civil Affairs training and education has gone 
through extensive analysis over the past two years. Both in the Army Campaign Plan deliberations 
and in subsequent reviews, we have objectively examined these issues in depth. In 2010, the Army 
committed substantial personnel and fiscal resources to improve Civil Affairs proponency and 
training at the Special Warfare Center and School (now the Army's Special Operations Center of 
Excellence), and those investments are only now coming to fruition in terms of training capacity 
and doctrinal support. Secretary Lamont's June 1 , 20 1 1 memorandum prompted further discussion 
and analysis of these issues within the Army; and we are continuing to consider a variety of options 
to improve Civil Affairs training within the current fiscally constrained environment. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congresswoman McCollum for Chief of Naval Operations 
Admiral Jonathan Greenert follows:] 

Admiral Greenert, our U.S. Navy has a significant presence in Bahrain, with about 5,000 personnel. 
Our access to Bahrain's naval facilities is one of the cornerstones of U.S. - Bahraini defense 
relations. I want to discuss last year's protests in Bahrain and the implications on the countries 
long-term stability. More specifically, whether the country's political unrest poses a risk to our 
ongoing military construction projects. Just a couple weeks ago, violence once again broke out in 
the streets of Bahrain on the anniversary of the 2011 uprising. 

Question 1: Given the turbulence that still exists in Bahrain, are any of the ongoing construction 
projects at risk of being disrupted or delayed? Has the political unrest affected our overall U.S. 
Navy operations in Bahrain? 

Answer: Bahrain has been a key U.S. partner for six decades. As my posture statement discussed, 
they are critical to our strategic interests and a key to our Navy's ability to operate forward. 
Historically, they have been a progressive Middle Eastern state and are now acting on the Bahrain 
Independent Commission of Inquiry recommendations. None of our ongoing construction projects 
in Bahrain have been disrupted or delayed due to political unrest or turbulence and the political 
unrest has had a negligible impact on U.S. Navy activities in Bahrain. The one year anniversary of 
last year's protests passed in February with very little activity. I believe that we need to 
demonstrate support to this key U.S. ally. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congresswoman McCollum for the Under Secretary of 
Defense Robert F. Hale follows:] 

The FY1 3 DOD budget request makes dear that U.S. military readiness in the Asia- Pacific region 
will play a vital role in our long term military strategy.lt is in our national interest to have strong 
diplomatic and strategic relations with our allies in the region. I want to talk about one of our 
most important allies, Japan and our plan to relocate 8,000 Marines from Okinawa to Guam. The 
expanded costs of the transition, the political situation in Japan, and the lack of a master plan from 
the Department of Defense all seem to be the primary factors delaying our military Guam 
build-up. What we need is certainty. I was encouraged to see that on February 8th, we 
adjusted our 2006 agreement with Japan in an effort to make progress on the relocation to Guam. 
But in order for Congress to move the ball forward, we must have more clarity from the 
Department of Defense. Comptroller Hale, FY12 Defense Authorization bill cut $156 million 
from for Guam projects and required the Defense Secretary to provide a master plan for the 
relocation. 

Question 2: Could you discuss the steps that DOD will take in order to provide more certainty to 
the Guam relocation? 

Answer: We have started official discussions with Japan to adjust our current posture plans as set 
forth in the Realignment Roadmap, in particular: Delinking both the movement of Marines to 
Guam and resulting land returns south of Kadena from progress on the Futenma Replacement 
Facility. Recognizing that there will be some changes to our Guam buildup plan, our budget request 
for FY 2013 is limited. We are focusing on projects and investments that are fundamental to the 
Marine Corps operational capability, such as air and naval facilities, which will be needed 
regardless of any adjustments to posture plans. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 


Question 1: Secretary Hale, according to the 201 1 GAO report entitled "Improvement Needed in 
DoD Components Implementation of Audit Readiness," several challenges were documented that 
could prevent department-wide auditability by 2017. Those challenges include untested internal 
controls, improperly documented processes, and a lack of senior-level oversight. Given 
these challenges, how do you plan on achieving auditability by 2014? 

Answer: In October 2011, Secretary Panetta directed the Department to accelerate achievement of 
several goals in the Department's FIAR Plan and place greater emphasis on the overall effort. 
Specifically, the Secretary called for the Department to: 

• Achieve audit readiness of the Statement of Budgetary Resources (SBR) by the end of 
calendar year 2014; 

• Execute a full review of the Department's financial controls over the next two years and 
establish interim goals against which to assess progress; and 

• Meet the legal requirements to achieve full audit readiness for all DoD financial statements 
by 2017. 

DoD Components have revised their Financial Improvement Plans to incorporate the accelerated 
date of 2014 for the SBR and place greater priority on assessing financial controls through their audit 
readiness efforts. 

In addition. Secretary Panetta directed that achieving auditable financial statements will be an "all 
hands" effort across the Department. Leadership commitment from the highest level is setting the 
tone and priority for audit readiness. Auditability is a goal that every commander, every manager, 
and every functional specialist must understand and embrace to improve efficiency and 
accountability within the Department. 

The Service Secretary and Chief of Staff for each Militaiy Service have committed to achieving 
specific near-term goals in support of their plans for achieving auditable financial statements. Both 
Secretary Panetta and Deputy Secretary Carter have reviewed these commitments and plans and are 
holding senior leaders, both civilian and military from across the Department, accountable for 
progress against those plans. Senior executives, both financial and fimctional, now have audit goals 
in their individual performance plans and annual evaluations and we are working to include them in 
General and Flag Officer performance plans as well. This helps ensure those under their leadership 
are getting the message that better control over financial assets has a big effect on mission success, 
and that everyone has a part to play. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 2; Secretary Hale, you stated that you wouldn't expect large cuts to the civilian 
workforce coming out the proposed savings in the budget However, organizations such as the Air 
Force and Army have been executing highly publicized reductions in thousands, if not tens of 
thousands, in their civilian workforce. What are those reductions associated with and what 
workload efficiencies are being achieved through them? 

Answer: The Department's budget FY 2013 did not identify large reductions to the civilian 
workforce, but it did continue the direction from the FY 2012 budget request to hold civilian 
full-time equivalents to FY 2010 levels. In the aggregate, U.S. Direct Hires are declining by 
7,367 from FY 2012 to FY 2013. The reduction is in the reimbursable program (12,194) which is 
partially offset by an increase in the direct program. The reduction in the reimbursable program is 
directly related to customer requirements. The direct program increases by 4,827 for critical 
workload requirements supporting the National Guard and Reserves; the acquisition, audit and 
contract management communities; and medical readiness programs. The publicized reductions 
in the Air Force and Army are referring to actions they are taking to manage to their FY 2012 
FTE budget in light of where they actually ended FY 201 1. In particular, the Army ended FY 
2011 significantly higher than their FY 2010 level. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

The GAO released a report last entitled, "Department of Defense Effort to Train Afghan Police 
Relies on Contractor Personnel to Fill Skill and Resource Gaps." It detailed excessive reliance on 
contract support, and associated risks, in using contractor personnel to train Afghan police. The 
GAO stated that "After assuming program responsibility from State in 2009, DOD did not assess 
the advantages or disadvantages of using USG or contractor personnel for the ANP training 
program and has not assessed the potential impact of transferring responsibilities to USG 
personnel for the ANP training program since awarding the contract to DynCorp in 2010. 

Question 3: Is there any plan to conduct such an assessment, consistent with the requirements of 
DoD' workforce mix guidance, OFPP Policy, and other federal policies and statutory 
requirements? 

Answer: Commanders in Afghanistan constantly assess the ability to accomplish mission 
requirements and balance that with the institutional development and training for the Afghan 
National Security Forces. The use of contractors and civilian employees is considered in these 
assessments. A drawdown plan is currently under development that will reduce the number of 
Afghan National Police training sites, and associated personnel, from approximately 32 current 
sites to approximately 1 1 permanent sites. As part of this review, and in coordination with other 
personnel drawdown reviews, we are looking at how to optimize the mix of personnel to meet all 
the various objectives while still delivering training. 

A number of factors, policies and statutory requirements guide workforce mix decisions. Factors 
include shortages of U.S. government personnel with the needed skills and mandated limitation on 
U.S. Forces in the combined joint area of operations. Policies include Secretary Gates' 
memorandum directing the Department to evaluate insourcing high-risk contracted capabilities, 
and requirements established in DoD Instruction 1 1 00.22 Guidance for Determining Workforce 
Mix provides the DoD requirement . Statutory requirements include ensuring contracted functions 
are neither exempt from private sector performance nor inherently governmental. 



172 


[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 4: How does the decision to rely on DynCorp to provide ANP training reconcile with 
Secretary Oates' January 201 1 memorandum which directs the Department to "assess 
opportunities for insourcing contracted capabilities that represent high risk.. .consistent with budget 
and force-mix policy"? 

Answer: The Department of State, and not the Department of Defense, is the lead agency for 
providing civilian police training to foreign nations. However, in Afghanistan, the Department of 
Defense took the lead for police training due to the need for counterinsurgency training for the 
large number of Afghan National Police (ANP). DoD chose to use a civilian contract to teach the 
ANP traditional police skills as civilian policing is not a core mission of the Department of 
Defense. As our force posture draws down, we will continue to apply due diligence in ensuring 
that our remaining force mix is optimally balanced to address mission requirements and compliant 
with our budget realities. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 4: The GAO also stated that "DOD officials considered the use of government personnel 
to perform the mission and found that the ANP training program did not include any inherently 
governmental functions." Did DoD consider other factors other than simply consideration of 
inherently governmental consistent with its own policies on workforce mix - such as risk 
mitigation, critical or discretionary nature of the work, or cost - as required by 10 USC 2463? 

Answer: Our commanders in the field assessed the capabilities of the DoD and the interagency's 
ability to support the generation, training, and development of the 1 57,000 man Afghan National 
Police force. There are many contracted and government personnel performing the diverse mission 
required to train forces that include the Ministry of Interior, Afghan Uniform Police, Afghan Border 
Police, Afghan Countemarcotics Police, Afghan Civil Order Police, and other various police 
functions. Our commanders did not feel that they had enough military or government personnel 
available with the required skill set to perform this mission and chose to use contractors to support. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 5: DoD officials also told the GAO that where the government did "not have sufficient 
personnel with the needed skills in civilian policing available.. ..contractor personnel were used to 
fill skill and resource gaps." What is the Department doing to remedy such shortfalls and skill 
gaps? 

Answer: In general, the Department of State (DOS), and not the Department of Defense (DoD), is 
the lead federal agency for providing civilian police training to foreign nations. In 2005, the DoD 
assumed the police training mission from the DOS in Afghanistan. This was due to the unique 
nature of the contingency that required a large number of Afghan National Police (ANP) in 
unsecure areas to be trained in counterinsurgency tactics. Although DoD had overall oversight of 
the program, DOS continued to provide civilian police trainers to train ANP in specific police 
skills under an Economy Act Order from DoD and via a global police training contract with 
DynCorp International. 

In 2010, the responsibility for contracting for police training services for Afghanistan security 
forces was transferred to DoD to provide better continuity of effort and delivery of training. 
Because the DoD does not have the large number of personnel trained on civilian police 
techniques that is required to train the ANP, we chose to continue a contract for these services. The 
DoD does not intend to fill the shortfall in individuals with civilian police training skills by hiring 
additional DoD employees because civilian police training is not a typical DoD mission. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 6: There was some discussion regarding reductions in contracted services as part of the 
$60B in savings. Of the $60 billion, how much exactly is associated with civilian 
personnel and how much is service support contractors? 

Answer: Of the $60 billion, approximately $13.2 billion (22 percent) is attributed to better 
contracting practices and reduced service support contractors. As governance plans for these 
acquisition initiatives are fine-tuned, adjustments to these ratios may still occur. The total 
reduction for civilians is $1 1.2 billion with almost all of the reduction ($10.4 billion or 92 percent) 
attributable to the adjustment to the civilian workforce pay raise from 2.3 percent to 0.5 percent. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 7: Do you believe that the Department can save money by insourcing and relying on 
civilian or military personnel to perform work currently being performed by contractors? 

Answer : Yes, data from across the Department indicates that on a case-by-case basis, reductions in 
operating costs or fiscal efficiencies are gained through in-sourcing certain types of services or 
functions. However, these savings are generally not visible at the aggregate Department-wide level 
and materialize in the form of resource realignment at the field/command level to other priorities or 
requirements. Cost effectiveness of government performance versus contract performance is 
impacted by numerous variables, including (but not limited) to the type of work, location of the 
requirement, and local labor markets. Certain commercial functions can be more cost effectively 
delivered by the government and are appropriate for in-sourcing, while in other instances, a cost 
analysis may demonstrate that continued contract performance is appropriate. 
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[Questions for the Record submitted by Congressman Moran for the Under Secretary of Defense 
Robert F. Hale follows:] 

Question 8: If the Department is continuing to maintain FY10 civilian levels and in fact this budget 
further reduces the civilian workforce, how can DoD organizations in-source if it is more cost 
effective? 

Answer: While the overall civilian workforce is reduced in the FY13 budget request, in-sourcing 
remains a viable tool to realign workload from the private sector and deliver services using 
government civilians while providing the best value to taxpayers. While the Department has directed 
organizations to maintain civilian authorizations, with certain exceptions, at FY10 levels, DoD 
organizations may in-source contracted services that meet the necessary criteria by absorbing work 
into existing government positions by refining duties or requirements, establishing new positions to 
perform contracted services by eliminating or shifting equivalent existing manpower resources 
(personnel) from lower priority activities: or on a case-by-case basis, requesting an exception. 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction, Family Housing, and Homeowners Assistance 
($ thousands) 


Appropriation 

Military construction,'.' Army 
'■ Major Conseciiicfeion. ' 

•Minor; Construction 
planning & Design 
Supporting Activities 

Total; Military Construction, Army 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


42,200 

4,388,162 


4,463,462 

101,330 

329,352 


42,200 

4,936,344 


Mil,. Con,, :Ar»y National Guard 
Major Construction 
. Minor. construction 
Planning s Design 

Total Mil.. Con, ,. Army National Guard 


936.601 836,601 

11,400 

25,663 

836.601 873,664 


Mil . Con. , '-.Army "Reserve' 

Major Construe cion.. 

Minor construction 
Planning !> Design 

Total Mil. Con., Army Reserve 

Military Construction, Navy 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning f. Design 
Varldcs-Mistoric ...... 

Total Military Construction, Navy 


288,697 

288,697 

3,186,130 

3,186,133 


288,697 

2,994 

25,848 

317,539 


3,375,246 
20,877 
120, QS0 

3,516,173 


Data, as o£ Feb 2012 


Appa 

Amount 

4. 333.8 75 
• 101,284 
•• 328,853 
••• 42:,;"ll6 : 
4,806,129 


834,929 
11,377 
. 25,611 
871. 917 


TOA 

Amount 

4,333,875 

.101,284 

328,853 

42,11.6 

4,806,128 


834,929 

11,377 

25,611 

873,917 



2,994 2.994 
25,848 25,848 
317> 539 317,539 


3,156,359 • 3,156,359 

20.935 20,835 

119,810 119,810 

4,321 4,321 

3,301,325 3,301,325 


Mil. Con. , Naval Reserve 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning & Design 

Total Mil . Con , , Naval Reserve 


57,347 

2,234 

1,853 

61.434 


57,347 

2,234 

1-853 

61,434 


57,347 

.2,234 

1,8.53 

61,434 


Military Construction, Air Force 
Major Construction 
Minor. Construction 
Planning 6 Design- 

Total Military Construction, Air Force 

Mil. Con., Air National Guard 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning & Design 

Total Mil. Con., Air National Guard 


79.758 

1,488,301 


1,166,542 1,166,542 

67,548 67,548 

79,625 79,625 

1,313.713 1,313,715 


177,772 


177,772 


177,772 

8,000 

9,214 

194.986 


177,416 

7,984 

9,196 

194,596 


177,416 
7 , 984 
9,196 
194.596 


Mil. Con., Air Force Reserve 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning * Design 

Total Mil, con., Air Force Reserve 


3.420 3,420 
2,759 
1,653 

3.420 7,832 


3,413 

2,753 

1.650 

7,816 


3,413 

2,753 

1,650 

7,816 


Military Construction, Defense-wide 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning & Design 

Total Military Construction, Defense-Wide 


1,887,195 2,885,053 

42,856 
436, ISO 

1,887,195 3,064,059 


2,462,443 

32,442 

419,054- 

2,913,939 


2,462,443 

32,442 

419,054 

2,913,939 


NATO Security Investment Program 
NATO Security Investment Program 

Total NATO Security Investment Program 


334,447 334,447 

334,447 334.447 


334,447: 334,447 

334,447 334,447 


Summary - 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction, Family Sousing, and Hoaeownora Assistance 
<$ thousands) 


Autfa Auth for 

Appropriation Amount Appn Amount 

,'Chem- Dejrfil Coftht;.. .Det 

• Cfeew/Deinil Const-. 124,721 

fatal Chem BemiV Const , Def. ’ 124,721 

ease Realignment s. Closure, Army 

Baie Closure Sound li 123,051 123,051 

Total Base Realignment A Closure, Army 123,051 123,051 


FF 2005 BRAC - Army 
Fy 2005 Hfac 
Global.- Posture Moves 

Total fy 2005 BRAC - Amy 


1,002,089 1,002,089 

3,760 

1,002,089 1,010,849 


Base Realignment & Closure, Navy: 

Base Closure Round Xv 

Total. Base Realignment 6 Closure, Navy 


190,668 

190,668 


190,668 

190,668 


FY 2005 BRAC - Navy 
py 206.S Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - Navy 


340,577 340,577 

340,577 340,577 


Base Realignment 6 Closure, Air Force 
Base Closure Round iv 

Total Base Realignment «. Closure, Air Force 

FY ZOOS BRAC - AT 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 9RAC - AF 

Base Realignment 6 Closure, Defense 
Base Closure Round Iv 

Total Base Realignment A Closure, Defense 

FY 2005 BRAC “ Defense wide 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - Defense Wide 


141,471 

141,471 


325.686 

125.686 


9,559 

9,559 


846,136 

846,136 


141,471 



125.686 

125.686 


9,559 ' 
9,55? 


846,136 

846,136 


Data as. of : Feb 20 12 


Appn 

Amount 

124, 721 
124,721 


123,051 
123 .351 


1,002,089 
8 , 760 
1,010,849 


190,668 

190,668 


340,577 

340,577 


141,471 



125.686 

125.686 


9,559 

9,559 


846,136 
84 6,136 


7m 

Amount 

124,721 

124,721 


-.123,051 

123,051. 


1,002,089 

1.010,849 


190,668 

190,660 


340,577 


•14X.471 

141,471 


125,686 

.125,686 


9-.SS9 

9,559 


846,136 

846,1.36 


Family Housing construction. Army 
New Construction 
Construction Improvements 
Planning fc Design 

Total Family Housing Construction, Army 

Family Housing Operations & Debt, Army 
Utilities 
Operating Expenses 
Leasing 

Maintenance Of Real Property 
Housing Privatization Support 

Total Family Housing Operations S Debt. Army 

Pam Housing Construction, Navy t, Marine Corps 
New Construction 
Construction improvements 
Planning & Design 

Total Fam Housing Construction, Navy A Marine Corps 

Fam Housing Ops & Debt, Navy & Marine Corps 
Utilities 
operating Expenses 
Leasing 

Maintenance Of Real Property 
Housing Privatization Support 

Total Fam Housing Ops 4 Debt, Navy 6 Marine CorpB 


55,329 


55.329 


55,329 
34 ,930 
2,040 
92,299 


60,286 

34,930 

2,036 

97,252 


60,286 
34 , 930 
2, 036 
97 . 252 


8S.422 
109,471 
199,968 
110,654 
24 , 365 
529,870 


85,422 

109,471 

199,958 

110,654 

24,365 

529,870 


BSV422 

109,471 

399,958 

110,654 

24,365 

529,870 


37,169 


37,169 


37,169 

145,728 

3,240 

186,145 


37,095 

156,328 

3,248 

196,671 


37,095 

156,328 

3,248 

196,671 


66,106 66,106 66.106 

88,567 86,567... 88,567 

87,110 87,110 87,110 

103,969 103.969 103,969 

25,963 25,963 25,963 

371,715 371.715 371,715 


Summary - 2 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


Susasary for 2011 

Military Construction, Family Housing, and Somsownors Assistance 
($ Thousands J 


appropriation 

Family: Housing; construction',. Air force 
■ CdnafepuctiOR:. improvements ■ 

..Planning & Design 

Total Family Housing Construction, Air . fore 

'Family Housing Operations & Debt, AF 
Utilities 
Operating Expenses 
.. Leasing • 

■■. Maintenance Of- Real Property 
Housing Privatization Support 

Total Family Mousing operations A Debt, AF 

Fom Housing Ops & Debt; Dei -Wide 
. Utilities- 
' Operating.. Expenses 
Leasing! ■.. 

Maintenance 08 Real Property. 

Total. Pam Housing Ops a Debt, De£-Mide 


Homeowners Asst Fund, Def. 

other Operating COate 404,937 

Total. Homeowners Asst Fund, Def. 404,937 

Homeowners Asat Fund. Def., RA 

Other operating Cost 375,173 

total Homeowners Asst Fund, Def.. RA 275,273 

DoD Family Housing improvement Fund 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 60,152 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 9,590 

Family Housing improvement Fund u, 809 

Family Housing improvement Fund 1,422 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 2, 048 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 695,325 

Total DOD Family Housing Improvement Fund 780,346 


Ruth Ruth for 
Amount Appn Amount 

73,653 
4, 216 : 
77,869 


90, 990 
123,687 
82,298 
182,147 
46,543 
525,665 


: 291 
5,033 
43,620 
70S. 
49,653 


Grand Total 


15,372,465 21,001.169 


Data as of Feb 2032 


Appn 

Amount 

179,510 
4, 216 
183,726 


90,990 
123,687 
82,298 
182,147 
46,543 
525 , 665" 


291 

5,033 

43,620 

709 

49,653 


404,937 

404,937 


TOR - 

Amount 

173,510 
. 4, "2 16 
183 , 726 : 


90.990 
123,687 
82 , 298 : 
182,147 
46., 543' 
525,665' 


291. 


. 5,033 
43,620 
70S 



275,173 
275, 173 


60,152 

9,590 

11,809 

1,422 

2,048 

695,325 

780,346 


275,173 

275,173 


60,152 
9,590 
11,809 
1,422 
2,048 
695,325 
780; 346 


20,450,582 20,450,502 


Summary - 3 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013, 

Military Construction Total Obligation®! Authority 



Orand Total 
{$ Thousands) 


. Data;, ass of - 

F#b 2012 


Antis 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOsA - 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 




•Insf id# tltW'-'Uriiced: States 

9,621,25? 

10,582.952 

9,921,738 

9,921,738 

Outside'- the- united States : 

2,475 . 752 

2,626,252 

2,551,868 

2 , 551,868 

Uhapeeif ied- Locat ions 

3,275,456 

7,791,965 

7,976.976 

7,976,976 

... ■***■ Total-: By Location ’*'*’* . 

15,372,465 

21,001, 169 

20,450,582 ‘ 

20,450,582 

Sy JPurpoae: 

Major- Consttuctiow- 

12,124,083 

13,253,278 

12,605,742 

12,605,742 

Ohspeci tied Minor. Construct ion 

123,051 

658,258 

647,676 

. -64? .:6.7s 

■planning - and' Design 


1,02 9,541 

1,011,500 

1,011,500 

. Supporting Activities 

51,759 

51,759 

51,676: 

51,675 

Historic •• Facilities 



4,321 

4,321 

.NATO Security investment Program 

334,447 

334,44? 

334,44? 

334; 447 

New Construction 

92,498 

92,498 

97,381 

97,381 

Const ruct ion Improvement s 


254,311 

370,768 

370, 768 

Planning & Design 


9,504 

9,500 

9,500 

Operating Expenses 


666,438 

666,438 

666,438 

Leasing 


412.986 

412,986 

412.986 

Maintenance 


397,479 

397,479 

397,479 

Homeowners 


404,937 

404 .937 

404,937 

Base Realignment and Closure 

2,646,627 

2,655,38? 

2.655,38? 

2,655,387 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


780,346 

780,34 6 

780,346 

*■* * ' Total'; By Purpose * * • 

15,372,465 

21,001,169 

20,450,582 

20,450,582 


Summary 4 
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tmCLASSIFIKD 
Suomuiry '£©*". 3011 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Army 

<f 3fhou*atui»j .of: Peb : . 2.G12 



Auth ;• 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location; 

Inside the United States 

4,242,560 

4, 36 7,1281 

4 ,198, '4 i.5'" 

4 >198/415 

Outside the united states 

1,358,092 

1,468,592 

1,461, 181 

1,461, 181 

. Uriapee i f led' ’ ksea'fc ions •• 

1, 173,156 

2,938,503 

2,988,398 

2,988,398 

. Total : By Location '■***""• 

6,773,808 

8,774,376 

8,647 ]■ 994 

8 ,'64 7> 994 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction : ........... 

5,551,139 

5,793,360 

5.662,741 

5,662,741 

unspecified Minor construction 

123,051 

513,948 

513,879 

Si 3, 87.9 

Planning arid Design 


386,913 

386,350 

386,350 

•supporting Activities 

42,200 

42,200 

42,126 

42,116 

dew Construction ' 

55,329 

55,329 

60,286 

60,286 

Construction Improvements 


34,930 

34,930 

34, 930 

P lann ing & Design 


2,040 

2,036 

2,036 

Operating Expenses 


22 9,258 

219,258 

219,258 

Leasing 


199,958 

199,958 

199,958 

Maintenance 


110,654 

110,654 

: /1 10; 654 

Homeowners 


404,937 

404,937 

404 , 537 

Baa© Rea 1 ignment and closure 

1,002,089 

1,010.849 

1,010,849 

1.010,849 

+*« total By Purpose •** 

6,773,808 

8,774,376 

8,647,994 

8,647,994 


'Sugary: -'••S, 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summaxy for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 

V:.. v' 

{$ Thousands) Data .as of- Feb: 2 0.12 



faith 

Auth for 

Appn 

■ TOA . 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

"Ibsi'de . the' -Uhiteel " States.' • 

2 , 922,348 

3,071,464 

2,860,657 

2; 860,657 

: Outside the -Uni ted states 

358,298 

398,298 

390,244 

;':.39f>Vi4. 4 - 

Unspecified' Locations : 

560 , 717 

1,229,746 

1,244,385 

1, 244 ,305 

** * -Total; "8y. Location ***'• 

3 , 841,363 

4,699,508 

4,495,186 

4,495,186 

Major Construction";. 

3,272,949 

3.462,065 

3,243,278 

3,243,178 

Unspecified Minor Const ruction 


23,112 

23,069 

23,069 

Planning and Design 


125,227 

124,987 

124,987 

Historic: Facilities. 



4,321 

4,321 

New Construction 

37,169 

37,169 

37, 095 

37,095 

Construction Improvements 


145,728 

156.320 

156,328 

Planning * Design 


3,24 8 

3.248 

3,248 

Operating Expenses 


180.636 

180,636 

180,636 

Leasing 


87.110 

87,110 

87.110 

Maintenance 


103,969 

203, 969 

103,969 

Base Realignment and Closure 

531. 24S 

531.245 

531,245 

531,245 

*** Total By Purpose **♦ 

3,841,363 

4,699,508 

4,495,186 

4,495, IBS 


Summary - 6 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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USCLASSIFIBD 
Summary Jfor 20X1 

Military Construction total Obiigafcional Authority 
Air Fare* \ 

<§ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 



Auth 


:• IBB'-/. 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 


Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside- the United States 

1,083,037 

1 , 083, 037 

' -.935 ,714..-' 

•• •'935,714-, 

Outside the Whited States 

439,114 

439; 114 

382.430 

382,430 

Uhstpeci fled ' bobatidns ' 

301.002 

1,077,463 

1,212,335 

1,212,335 

'"-**'*■ Total By Location.. >'♦*. 

1,823,153 

2,599,614 

2,530,479 

2,530,479 

By Purpose ; 

Major- Construction . . 

1,555,996 

1,555,996 

1,381,216 

1,381,216 

Unspecified Minor- Construction 


78,343 

78,285 

78,285 

'Planning and Design; 


94,584 

94 , 430 

94,430 

Construction Improvements 


73,653 

179.510 

179,510 

Planning a Design 


4,216 

4,216 

4,216 

Operating Expenses 


261,220 

261,220 

261,220 

Leasing 


82,298 

02,298 

82,298 

Maintenance 


182,147 

182,147 

182,147 

Base Realignment and Closure 

267.157 

267,157 

267,157 

267,157 

***" Total By Purpose *** 

1,823,153 

2,599,614 

2,530.479 

2,530,479 


Surasary : --~'---7 : -. 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Defense Wide 



{$ Thousands) 


pata.: as 

5 of Feb 2 012 

Summary 

By location : 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth fd*". . 
Appn Amount 

hppn 

Amount 

TOA . 

Amount 

inside the.. united states . 

1,373,312 

2,061, 170 

1,926,952 

1,926,952 

Outside ' the. ' Uni ted States 

320,248 

320,248 

318,113 

•318,113 

Unspecified Locations"" 

1,240,581 

2,546,253 

2,531,858 

2,531,858 

■*’** tot a 1- By., toca cion *** : 

2,934,141 

4, 927, 671 

4,776,923 

4,776,923 

By Purpose: 

Major Constnictidn • ... 

1,743,999 

2,441,857 

2,318,607 

2,318,607 

Urtspaci fled Minor : Constiitction 


42,856 

32,442 

32,442 

Planning and Design 


422,817 

405,733 

405,733 

' Stippor tiitg Activities 

9,559 

9,559 

9,559 

9,55.9 

NATO Security Investment program 

334, 447 

334,447 

334,447 

334,447 

Operating Expenses 


5,324 

5,324:;; 

5,324 

Leasing : 


43,620 

43,620 

43,620 

Maintenance 


709 

709 

709 

Base Realignment and Closure 

846; 136 

846,136 

846,136 

046,136 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


780,346 

780,346 

780,346 

»** Total By Purpose *** 

2, 934, 141 

4,927,671 

4,776,923 

4,776,923 


Summary - 8 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary t&x 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Active Forces 



($ Thousands) 


Data as 

..•Of: -.Feb, 2012 

Sunsoary 

Ruth 

Amount 

Ruth for 

Appn 

Amount 


By Location: 

. Inal d'C . . £hec'..itfii't.ed' States. 

6, 940,408 

7,214,245 

6,689,172 

6,689,172 

Outside" the united States. 

2,067,341 

2,217,841 

2,145,768 

2,145,76$ 

Uha^ecified Locations 

1,468.352 

3,894,128 

4,092, 960 

4,092,960 

.... *** total By Location **.* 

10,476,101 

13,326,2X4 

12,927,900 

12.927,900 

By Furpoae; 

Ma^or : construction 

8,872,051 

9,304 388 

8,781,497 

8,781,497 

Unspecif ied Minor- Construction 


189.791 

189,667 

.189,-667. 

Planning and Design 


529, 160 

528,288 

528,288 

Supporting Activities 

42,200 

42,200 

42,116 

42,116 

Historic Facilities 



4,321 

4,321 

New Const ruct ion 

92,498 

92,498 

97,381 

97, 381 

construct ion improvements 


254,311 

370,768 

370,768 

Planning & Design 


9.504 

3,500 

9,500 

Operating Expenses 


€61, 114 

661,114 

661,114 

Leasing 


369,366 

369,366 

369,356 

Maintenance 


396,770 

396,770 

396,770 

Base .Realignment and Closure 

1,468,352 

1,477, 112 

1,477,112 

1,477,112 

..♦*• Total By Purpose *** 

10,476,101 

13,326,214 

12,927,900 

12,927,900 


Summary - 9 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligations.! Authority 



National Guard and Reserve Forces 




{$ Thousands) 


Data as. 

otvFeb 2012 



Auth for 

Appn ... 

TQA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location : 

■ in«i4® • % lie unites. ' s tat e a 

1,307,337 

1,307,537 

1,305:614 

1,305,614 

Outside the.- 'pnitad States' 

56,300 

56,300 

56, 188 

56,183 

Uns^eeif led,: Locations.. 


51,618 

91,500 

91,500 

*'*• * ; Total By;.. Locat ion *■* * 

1,363,837 

1,655,455 

1,453,302 

1,453,302 

By Purpose: 

Ma^ or ' .Const '.ruction.. 

1,363.837 

1,363,837 

1,361,802 

1,361,802 

Unspecified Minor Conafe Auction 


27,387 

■ ’■,27,342. ■ 

27,342 

Piantiing and Design 


64,231 

64,158 

6 4,. 1.5 8 

* '*• Total "Sy Purpose '* * * 

1,363,837 

1,455,455 

1,453,302 

1,453,302 


Summary - 10 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

- 'SuwMUfy f dr-. '2011 , 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 


Smsmary 
By Location: 

I ii 9 i de t hfe Uftl ted States 
but side the United ■ States 
unspebif ied ,Uocat ions- . 

. ***• Total 8y Dotation ***:'' 

By Purpose: 

Major': construct ion '• ■ 

Unspecified Minor Const ruction 
Planning and Design 
Supporting Activities 
.Historic;; Facilities 
NATO security Investment Program 
BUS Realignment and Closure 
■+.**■ Total By Purpose *** 


Military Construction 
{§ Thousands) 


Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

9,600,257 

10,561,952 

2,404,254 

2,554, 754 

3,275,456 

4,590,791 

15,279,967 

17,707,497 

12,124,003 

13,253,278 

123,051 

353,005 


1,029,541 

51,759 

51,759 

334,447 

334,447 

2,646,627 

2,655,387 

15,279,967 

17,707,497 


: mts. as.. of. Feb 2012 


Amount : 

. . TOR 
Amount 

9,900,780 

9,900,780 

2, 4 80*513: 

2 >480, 513 

4,654,281 

4,654,281 

17,035,574 

17,035,574 

12,605,742 

12,605,742 

372 , 502 

372,502 

1.011,500 

1,011,500 

51 , 675 

51,675 

4,321 

4,321 

334,447 

334 r '4'4.7' 

2,655,387 

2,655,387 

17,035,574 

17,035,574 


Summary * 11- 


UNCIASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary £oi 2011 

Military Construction Sofcal Obligations! Authority 
Baaa Realignment ahd Closing 

($ Thousands) ' &&;o£- 'teb 2012 



Auth 

Aufch '£&£: 

*ge» ■ 

XOA 

Summary 

By Location'; 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

Unspecified Locations 

2,646,627 

2.655,387 

2,655,387 

2,655,387 

■* total By Location. '*'*'*' ' 

2,646,627 

2,655,387 

2,655, 387 

2,655,387 

By Purpose: 

Base Beal/ightoeftt'. and Closure 

2,646,627 

2,655,387 

2,655,387 

2,655,387 

'*'** 'Total By purpose 

2 ,646,627 

2,655,387 

2,655,337 

2,655,38? 


Summary - 12 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligafcional Authority 
Family Bousing 

<$ Thousands) .'.PA£a : as • o£ Feb -.2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

4ee» 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

! 

1 

I 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location.::.: 

inside the unit dd : ".sta tea . 

21,000 

21, 000 

20,958 

■ 20,958: 

■Outside. -the United . .States;. 

71,438 

71,498; 

71,355 

71,355 

Unspecified • 'Locations : 


3,201,174 

3,322,695 

3,322 , 695 

■■*■**' Total:- By Location . **:*. .' 

92,498 

3,293,672 

3,415,008 

3,415,008 

By Purpose : 

: Unspecified-, Minor Construction 


275,173 

275,173 

275,173 

New Construction ■ 

92,498 

92,498 

97,381 

97,381 

Const ruction Improvements 


254,311 

370,768 

370 ,768 

Planning; & Design: 


9,504 

9, 500 

9,500 

Operating Expenses 


666.438 

666,438 

666,438 

Leasing 


412,996 

412,986 

412,98$ 

Maintenance ; 


397,479 

397,479 

397,479 

Homeowners 


404,937 

404,937 

404,937 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


780,346 

780,346 

780,346 

*** Total By Purpose ♦** 

92,498 

3,293,672 

3.415,008 

3,415,008 


Summary - 13 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Summary by State and Country 

{§ Thousands) Data as of FSb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

APP« 

-SOA- 

State-Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

ALABAMA 

119,604 

119,604 

112, 871 

- - 112,871 

ALASKA, 

391,512 

391,512 

313,802 

313,802 

'.ARIZONA- . 

439,097 

439, 097 

386,623 

386,623 

ARKANSAS 

51,500 

51,500 

51,397 

51,397 

CADIFORNiA 

1,112,682 

1,162.682 

1,139,122 

1,139,122 

COLORADO':-'-,.. 

281, 127 

346 , 565 

336,654 

336,654 

c6NNsCtrC<jf : " ; - - - 

41,000 

41,000 

40, 918 

40,918 

DELAWARE 

31,700 

31,700 

31,637 

31,637 

DISTRICT- OF COLUMBIA : 

16,200 

16,200 

16,3.68 

16,169 

FLORIDA 

377.080 

377, 080 

273,017 

273,017 

GEORGIA 

462,229 

462,229 

450,805 

450,805 

HAWAII 

715, 842 

715,842 

692, 674 

692,674 

IDAHO 

51,300 

51,300 

51,197 

51,197 

ILLINOIS /: 

45,264 

45,264 

45,198 

45,198 

INDIANA 

19,569 

19,569 

19,561 

19,561 

IOWA 

8,159 

8, 159 

8,159 

8,159 

KANSAS 

131,200 

131,200 

130,938 

..130,938 

KENTUCKY 

220,295 

279,578 

246,117 

246,117 

. LOUISIANA 

131,138 

131,138 

126,413 

-126,413 

MARYLAND 

499,609 

622,009 

594,963 

594,963 

MASSACHUSETTS 

30,591 

30,591 

30,539 

30,539 

MICHIGAN 

19,000 

19, 000 

18, 962 

18,962 

MINNESOTA 

37,750 

37,750 

37,674 

37,674 

MISSOURI 

123,476 

123,476 

112,054 

112,054 

NEBRASKA 

14.700 

14,700 

14,670 

14,670 

NEVADA 

63,350 

63,350 

56,000 

56,000 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

36,000 

36,000 

35,928 

35,928 

NEW JERSEY 

26,440 

26,440 

26.354 

26,354 

NEW MEXICO 

284,374 

284,374 

279,278 

279,278 

NSW YORK 

439,647 

439, 647 

435,508 

435,508 

NORTH. CAROLINA . 

1.354,693 

1,354,693 

1,298,376 

1,298.376 

NORTH DAKOTA 

29,970 

29,970 

27,529 

27,529 

OHIO V"' ' 

7,400 

7,400 

7,192 

7,192 


Summary - -14. 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Sunmary by Sfcat* and Country 

{$ Thousands) data as of Feb 2012 


State -Country 

OKLAHOMA 

>uth 

Amount 

10,800 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

30,800 

*£E£ 

Amount 

30,658 

TOA 

Amount 

30.658 

PENNSYLVANIA 

100, 100 

100, 100 

99,900 

99,900 

RHODE ISLAND 

54,007 

54,007 

53, 349 

53,349 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

235,410 

23 5 , 4 1 0 

222,787 

222,787 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

25,000 

25,000 

24, 950 

24 , 950 

TENNESSEE 

5,500 

5,500 

5,489 

5,489 

TEXAS 

650,308 

797,406 

698, 175 

698 , 175 

UTAH 

14,900 

413,258 

397.561 

397,561 

VIRGINIA 

532,367 

632,367 

578,862 

578,862 

WASHINGTON 

279,659 

298,775 

282 , 318 

282,318 

WEST VIRGINIA 

35,200 

35,200 

35,130 

35,130 

WISCONSIN 

25,460 

25,460 

25,449 

25,449 

WYOMING 

19.050 

19.050 

18,812 

18,812 

AFGHANISTAN 

960.760 

960,760 

947,356 

947,356 

Bahrain island 

258,153 

258,153 

245,869 

245,869 

BELGIUM 

99,174 

99,174 

98,975 

98,975 

GERMANY 

487,951 

547,451 

543,011 

543,011 

GUAM 

69,300 

69,300 

65,232 

65,232 

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 

37,169 

37,169 

37,095 

37,095 

HONDURAS 

20,400 

20,400 

15,500 

15,500 

ITALY 

29,200 

80,200 

77,335 

77,335 

JAPAN 

40,908 

40,908 

39,191 

39,191 

KOREA 

46,500 

46,500 

45,157 

45, 157 

MARIANA ISLANDS 

66,730 

106, 730 

104. 341 

104. J41 

QATAR 

127.261 

127,261 

101,957 

101,957 

OMAN 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

PUERTO RICO 

71,008 

71.008 

70.867 

70,867 

SPAIN 

23, 190 

23,390 

22,672 

22.672 

UNITED KINGDOM 

32.900 

32.900 

32,46 0 

32,460 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 

25,000 

25. 000 

24,950 

24 , 950 

WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 

41,930 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

3,233.556 

7,750,065 

7,935, 076 

7,935,076 

DJIBOUTI 

11, 148 

11, 148 

10,900 

10,900 

**• Total Construct ion *** 

15,372,465 

21,001,169 

20,450.582 

20.450,582 


Summary - 15 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary foe 20X1 

Military Construction and Family Housing 
Army *** Sussnary by Stata and Country 

{$ Thousands) Data as cf Feb 2C12 


Stata-Country 

ALABAMA 

Auth 

Amount 

69.650 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

69,650 

Appn 

Amount 

65,222 

TOA 

Amount 

6S.222 

ALASKA 

333,218 

333,238 

260,516 

260,516 

ARIZONA 

16.500 

16,500 

16,467 

16,467 

ARKANSAS 

51,500 

51,500 

51.397 

51,397 

CALIFORNIA 

236,845 

236.845 

232, 119 

232, 119 

COLORADO 

212,850 

278,288 

277,863 

277,863 

CONNECTICUT 

41,000 

41,000 

40, 918 

40,918 

DELAWARE 

27, 030 

27, DOQ 

26.946 

26,946 

FLORIDA 

82,231 

92,231 

81 , 624 

81,624 

GEORGIA 

313,577 

313,577 

307,604 

307,604 

HAWAII 

359,000 

359,000 

349,599 

349,599 

IDAHO 

23,800 

23,800 

23 , 752 

23,752 

ILLINOIS 

27,176 

27,176 

27, 146 

27. 146 

INDIANA 

15,469 

15,469 

15,469 

15,469 

IOWA 

8, 159 

8,159 

8, 159 

8.159 

KANSAS 

131,200 

131,200 

130,938 

130,938 

KENTUCKY 

182,200 

241,483 

220,166 

220, 166 

LOUISIANA 

96 , 7S0 

96,750 

92,315 

92,315 

MARYLAND 

52,700 

52,700 

50.399 

50,399 

MASSACHUSETTS 

27,691 

27. 691 

27,645 

27,645 

MICHIGAN 

19,000 

19,000 

18,962 

18,962 

MINNESOTA 

37,750 

37,750 

37,674 

37,674 

MISSOURI 

123,476 

123.476 

112,054 

112. 054 

NEBRASKA 

14,700 

14,700 

14,670 

14,670 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

36.000 

36,000 

35,928 

35, 928 

NEW MEXICO 

48,877 

48,077 

48,802 

48,802 

NEW YORK 

374,497 

374,497 

373,776 

373,776 

NORTH CAROLINA 

312,451 

312,451 

308,33b 

308,335 

NORTH DAKOTA 

11.200 

11,200 

11. 178 

11, 178 

OKLAHOMA 

16,800 

16,800 

16,766 

16,766 

RHODE ISLAND 

27,000 

27,000 

26,946 

26. 546 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

91,000 

31,000 

87,525 

87,525 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

25,000 

25,000 

24, 950 

24,950 


Summary - 16 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Housing 
Army *** S ummar y by Btata and Country 

CS Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

1EEE 

TOA 

Stata- Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

TEXAS 

149,446 

349.446 

330.719 

330,719 

VIRGINIA 

171,217 

171,217 

170.458 

170,458 

WASHINGTON 

200.550 

200,550 

198,458 

198, 458 

WEST VIRGINIA 

35,200 

35,200 

35,130 

35. 130 

WISCONSIN 

25,460 

25,460 

25,449 

25, 449 

WYOMING 

14,400 

14,400 

14,371 

14,371 

AFGHANISTAN 

917,800 

917,800 

917,596 

917,596 

BELGIUM 

31,86.1 

31,863 

31.799 

31,799 

GERMANY 

312,229 

371,729 

370,985 

370,985 

GUAM 

19,000 

19,000 

18,962 

18.962 

HONDURAS 

20,400 

20,400 

15,500 

15,500 

ITALY 


51,000 

50,898 

50,898 

KOREA 

19,500 

19,500 

18,215 

18,215 

PUERTO RICO 

12,300 

12,300 

12,276 

12,276 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 

2S.000 

25,000 

24,950 

24,950 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

1, 173,156 

2, 938,503 

2,988,398 

2,988.398 

*** Total Construction »** 

6.773,808 

8.774.376 

8,647,994 

8.647,994 


Summary - 17 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Sunmary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Navy *** Summary by Stat* and Country 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Sfeata-Country 

ALABAMA 


Auth 

Amount 

29,082 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

29, 082 

Appn 

Amount 

28,431 

TOA 

Amount 

28.431 

ARIZONA 


285,060 

285,060 

235,839 

235.839 

CALIFORNIA 


872,737 

902,737 

883, 949 

883,949 

FLORIDA 


74,620 

74,620 

€0,300 

60.300 

GEORGIA 


60,664 

60,664 

S9, 307 

59,307 

HAWAII 


248,088 

248,088 

240,529 

240,528 

LOUISIANA 


16,248 

16,248 

16,249 

16,248 

MARYLAND 


76.449 

76,449 

66, 506 

66,506 

NORTH CAROLINA 


854,903 

854,903 

803,077 

803,077 

RHODE ISLAND 


27,007 

27,007 

26,403 

26,403 

SOUTH CAROLINA 


129,410 

129,410 

122, 141 

122,141 

VIRGINIA 


177,371 

277,371 

242,451 

242.451 

WASHINGTON 


70,709 

89,825 

75,477 

75,477 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 


213,153 

213,153 

209,383 

208,383 

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 


37,169 

37,169 

37,095 

37,095 

JAPAN 


6,908 

6,908 

6,753 

6,753 

MARIANA ISLANDS 


66,730 

106,730 

104,341 

104,341 

SPAIN 


23,190 

23,190 

22,672 

22,672 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


560,717 

1,229, 746 

1,244,385 

1,244,385 

DJIBOUTI 


11,148 

11, 148 

10,900 

10.9CO 

*•* Total Const metier 


3.841,363 

4.699, 508 

4.495, 186 

4,495,186 
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DECLASSIFIED 
Susotry for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Houaing 
Air Fore* *** Summary by Stata and Country 

($ Thouaands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State -Country 

ALABAMA 

Auth 

Amount 

20,872 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

20,872 

*3322 

Amount 

19,219 

TQA 

Amount 

19,219 

ALASKA 

50,274 

58,274 

53,286 

S3, 286 

ARIZONA 

128, 560 

129,560 

125,358 

125,358 

COLORADO 

64,560 

64,560 

55,081 

55,081 

DELAWARE 

4,700 

4,700 

4,691 

4,691 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

13,200 

13,200 

13, 174 

13,174 

FLOR I DA 

214. 199 

214,199 

12S.075 

125,075 

GEORGIA 

7,450 

7,450 

7,435 

7.435 

HAWAII 

71.450 

71,450 

71,306 

71,306 

ILLINOIS 

16.700 

16, 7C0 

16,667 

16,667 

INDIANA 

4,100 

4,100 

4,092 

4,092 

LOUISIANA 

18, 140 

18, 140 

17,850 

17,850 

MARYLAND 

11,400 

11.400 

11,377 

11,377 

NEVADA 

63.3SC 

63,350 

56,000 

56,000 

NEW JERSEY 

26 , 44C 

26,440 

26,354 

26,354 

NEW MEXICO 

96,372 

96,372 

94,623 

94,623 

NEW YORK 

37,190 

37,190 

33,028 

33,828 

NORTH CAROLINA 

2,000 

2,000 

1,996 

1,996 

NORTH DAKOTA 

18,770 

18.770 

16,351 

16,351 

OKLAHOMA 

14,000 

14,000 

13,092 

13,892 

PENNSYLVANIA 

4.100 

4. 100 

4, 092 

4,092 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

IS, 000 

15,000 

13,121 

13,121 

TENNESSEE 

5,500 

6,500 

5.489 

5,489 

TEXAS 

130,360 

138,360 

133, 325 

133, 325 

UTAH 

14,900 

14,900 



VIRGINIA 

8, eco 

8, 000 

7, 592 

7,59? 

WYOMING 

4.6SC 

4 , 650 

4,441 

4,441 

AFGHANISTAN 

42.960 

42,960 

29, 760 

29,760 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

45,000 

45,000 

37, 486 

37,486 

GERMANY 

54,854 

54,854 

51,400 

51,400 

GUAM 

5C.3CC 

50, 300 

46,270 

46,270 

ITALY 

29,200 

29. 200 

26,437 

26.437 

KOREA 

7,500 

7.500 

7,481 

7,481 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Air Forets *** Summary by Stata end Country 

C$ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 




Auth 

Auth for 

»PP" 

TOA 

State-Country 


Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

QATAR 


125,300 

125,300 

100.000 

100,000 

OMAN 


69,000 

69, 000 

69,000 

63,000 

UNITED KINGDOM 


15,000 

15, 000 

14,596 

14.596 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


301,002 

1,077,463 

1,212,335 

1,212,335 

*** Total Construction * 

-** 

1,823,153 

2,599,614 

2,530,479 

2,530,479 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 



Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Dafanse Wide *** Summary by State and Country 
(f Thousands) 

Data ae of 

Feb 2012 

State-Country 

Auth 

Amount 1 


Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ARI20NA 

8,977 

8,977 

8,959 

8,959 

CALIFORNIA 

3,100 

23,100 

23,054 

23,054 

COLORADO 

3,717 

3, 717 

3,710 

3,710 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

3.000 

3,000 

2,994 

2,994 

FLORIDA 

6,030 

6, 030 

6,018 

8,018 

GEORGIA 

80,536 

eo, 538 

76.459 

76,459 

HAWAII 

37,304 

37,304 

31,241 

31,241 

IDAHO 

27,500 

27,500 

27,445 

27,445 

ILLINOIS 

1,388 

1,388 

1,385 

1,3 85 

KENTUCKY 

38, OSS 

38,095 

25,951 

25,951 

MARYLAND 

359,060 

481,460 

466,681 

466,681 

MASSACHUSETTS 

2, SCO 

2, 9CC 

2,894 

2,894 

NEW MEXICO 

139. 125 

139, 125 

135,853 

135,853 

NEW YORK 

27,960 

27, 960 

27,904 

27,904 

NORTH CAROLINA 

185,339 

185,339 

184,968 

184,968 

OHIO 

7,400 

7,400 

7,192 

7,192 

PENNSYLVANIA 

96,000 

96,000 

95,808 

95,808 

TEXAS 

162,500 

309.600 

234. 131 

234, 131 

UTAH 


399,358 

397,661 

397,561 

VIRGINIA 

174,979 

174, 979 

158,361 

158,361 

WASHINGTON 

8,400 

0,400 

8,383 

8,383 

BELGIUM 

67,311 

67,311 

67.176 

67.176 

GERMANY 

120,868 

120,866 

120,626 

120,626 

JAPAN 

34.000 

34,000 

32,438 

32,438 

KOREA 

19.500 

19,500 

19,461 

19,461 

QATAR 

1,961 

1, 961 

1,957 

1,957 

PUERTO RICO 

58. 708 

58,708 

SB, 591 

58,591 

UNITED KINGDOM 

17,900 

17,900 

17, 064 

17, 864 

WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 

41.900 

41.900 

41,900 

41,900 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

1,198,681 

2,504 , 353 

2,489,958 

2,489,958 

*** Total Construction 

*** 2,934,141 

4,927,671 

4.776,923 

4,776,923 


Str-maty * 21 
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OTCIASSiriED 


Sanaa ary for 2012 

Military Construction, Family Housing, and Bomeovnars Assistance 
(9 Thousands) 


Appropriation 

Military Construction, Army 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning a Design 
Supporting Activities 

Total Military Construction, Army 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 

2,808,150 2,726,150 

20,000 

210,241 

57,100 57,100 

2,865,250 3.013,491 


Mil. Con,, Army National Guard 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning & Design 

Total Mil. Con., Army National Guard 


741,221 741,221 

11,700 
20,671 

741,221 773,592 


Mil. Con., Army Reserve 

Major Construction 248,700 248,700 

Minor Construction 2,925 

Planning & Design 28,924 

Total Mil. Con., Army Reserve 248,700 280,549 

Military Construction, Navy 

Major Construction 2,788,473 2,151,475 

Minor Construction 21,495 

Planning & Design 69,362 

Total Military Construction, Navy 2, 788,473 2,242,332 


Mil. Con., Naval Reserve 

Major Construction 21,708 2i,7oa 

Minor Construction 2,000 

Planning & Design 2,591 

Total Mil. Con., Naval Reserve 21,708 26,299 


Military Construction, Air Force 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning 6 Design 

Total Military Construction, Air Force 


1,426,145 1.061.145 

20,000 

52,913 

1,426,145 1,134,058 


Mil. Con., Air National Guard 

Major construction 95,021 95.021 

Minor Construction 9,000 

Planning & Design 12,225 

Total Mil. Con . Air National Guard 95,021 116,246 


Mil. Con., Air Force Reserve 

Major Construction 25,986 25,986 

Minor Construction 5,434 

Planning s. Design 2.200 

Total Mil. Con.. Air Force Reserve 25,986 33,620 


Military Construction, Defense-Wide 

Major Construction 3,432,930 2,964,273 

Minor Construction 32,964 

Planning s Design 399,602 

Total Military Construction, Defense-Wide 3.432.930 3,396.839 

NATO Security investment Program 

NATO Security investment Program 247,611 247,611 

Total NATO Security Investment Program 247,611 247,611 

Chem Demil Const, Def 

Chem/Demil Const 75,312 

Total Chem Derul const, Def 75,312 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount A mount 

2 , 7S4 , 150 2,754,150 

20,000 20, 00G 

255,241 255,241 

57,100 57,100 

3.086.491 3,086,491 


741,221 741,221 

11,700 11,700 

20,671 20,671 

773,592 773,592 


248,700 248,700 

2.92S 2,925 

28,924 28,924 

280,549 280, S49 


2,196,669 2, 196,669 

21,495 21,455 

84,362 84,362 

2,302,526 2,302,526 


21.708 

2.000 

2,591 

26,299 


21.708 

2.Q0C 

2,591 

26,299 


1,125,145 1,125,145 

20,000 20,000 

81,913 81,913 

1,227,058 1,227,058 


95,021 

9,000 

12,225 

116,246 


25.986 

5,434 

2.200 

33,620 


2,968,391 

32,964 

430,602 

3,431,957 


247,611 

247,611 


95,021 

9,000 

12,225 

116,246 


25,986 

5,434 

2,200 

33,620 


2, 968,391 
32,964 
430.602 
3,431.957 


147.611 

147.611 


75,312 75.312 

75,312 75,312 
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unclassified 


Suaoiry tor 2012 

Military Construction, Family Housing, and Romsownaea Assistance 


!$ Thousands) 


Appropriation 

Base Realignment h Closure, Army 
Base Closure Round II 

Total Base Realignment h Closure, Army 

FY 2 005 BRAC - Army 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - Army 

Base Realignment & Closure, Navy- 
Base Closure Round iv 

Total Base Realignment t Closure, Navy 

FY 2005 BRAC - Navy 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC • 


Navy 

ir Force 


Base Realignment A Closure. 

Base Closure Round Iv 

Total Base Realignment 6 Closure, Air Force 

FY 2005 BRAC - AF 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - AF 

FY 2005 BRAC - Defense Hide 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - Defense wide 

Family Housing Construction, Army 
New Construction 
Construction Improvements 
Planning 6 Design 

Total Family Housing Construction, Army 

Family Housing Operations a Debt, Army 
Utilities 
Operating Expenses 
Leasing 

Maintenance Of Real Property 
Housing Privatitation Support 

Total Family Housing Operations r Debt. Army 

Fam Housing Construction. Navy & Marine Corps 
Construction Improvement a 
Planning 6 Design 

Total Fam Housing Construction, Navy a Marine Corpj 

Fam Housing Ops a Debt, Navy & Marine Corps 
utilities 
Operating Expenses 
Leasing 

Maintenance OI Real Property 
Housing Privatisation Support 

Total Fam Housing Ops «. Debt, Navy t Marine Corps 

Family Housing Construct ion. Air Force 
Construction Improvements 
Planning s, Design 

Total Family Housing Construction. Air Force 


Auth for 
Appn Amount 


129.351 

129.351 


66,000 

66,000 


123,476 

123,476 


66,000 

103,000 

7,097 

176,897 


73,637 
85,386 
204.426 
104,260 
25,741 
473, 458 


97.773 

3,199 

100,972 


70,197 

92.055 

79.798 

97.231 

28,582 

367,863 


r Of Feb 2012 


129,351 
129, 351 


66.000 

103,000 

7,897 

176,097 


73,637 

85.386 

204,426 

104,268 

25,743 

493,450 


97,773 

3,199 

100,972 


70, 197 
92,055 
79.798 
97,231 
28,582 
367.863 


1,791 

1,791 


66.000 

103,000 

7,897 

176,897 


73,637 

85,386 

204,426 

104,268 

25,741 

493,458 


70,197 

92,055 

79,798 

97,231 

28,582 

367,863 


55,834 

4,208 

60,042 
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CVCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Conn true tion. Family Houaing, and Bomaovnera Assistance 

{ S Thousands) 


Auth Auth for 

Appropriation Amount Appn Amount 

Family Housing Operations & Debt, AF 

Utilities 76,131 

Operating Expenses 110,851 

Leasing BO, 897 

Maintenance Of Real Property 114,073 

Housing Privatization Support 47,571 

Total Family Housing Operations & Debt, AF 429,523 

Fam Housing Ope s Debt, De£-wide 

utilities 290 

Operating Expenses 3,163 

Leasing 46,652 

Maintenance Q£ Seal Property 616 

Total Fa« Housing Ops A Debt, Del -Wide 50,723 

Homeowners Asst Fund, net, 

Other operating Costs 27,ooo 

Total Homeowners Asst Fund, De£. 27,000 


DoD Family Housing Improvement Fund 
Family Housing Improvement Fund 

Total DoD Family Housing Improvsment Fund 


2, 184 
2, 184 


Grand Total 


12,541,364 13,655,692 


Data as of Feb 2012 


A PP n 

Amount 

76,131 

110,851 

80,897 

114,073 

47.571 

429,523 


290 

3,165 

46,652 

616 

50,723 


27,000 

27,000 


TQA 

A mount 

76,131 

110,851 

80,897 

114,073 

47,571 

429,523 


290 

3,165 

46,652 

616 

50,723 


27.000 

27.000 


2.184 2,194 

2.184 2.184 

13,892,242 13.392,242 
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DECLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
Grand Total 



($ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Aufch 

Auth tor 

iEEH 

TOA 

Sunury 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside th® United States 

9, 608, 350 

8,800,415 

8,808,415 

8,008,415 

Outside the United States 

1,968,084 

1,288,676 

1,421, 988 

1,421,998 

Unspecified Locations 

964,930 

3.566,601 

3,661,839 

3,661,939 

*•* Total By Location *** 

12,541,364 

13,655,692 

13,892,242 

13,892,242 

8y Purpose: 

Major Const sruct ion 

11,588,334 

10,110,991 

10,252,303 

10,252,303 

unspecified Minor Construction 

70,116 

196,234 

196,234 

196,234 

Planning and Design 


798,729 

918, 729 

916,729 

Supporting Activities 

57,100 

57,100 

57. 10C 

57, 100 

NATO Security Investment Program 

247,611 

247, 611 

247,611 

247,611 

New Construction 

66,000 

66,000 

66.000 

66,000 

Construction Improvements 


281,369 

256,607 

256,607 

Planning u Design 


15,304 

15,304 

15,304 

Operating Expenses 


613.606 

613,606 

613,606 

Leasing 


411.773 

411,773 

411,773 

Maintenance 


316, 188 

316.188 

316, 188 

Homeowners 


27, 000 

27,000 

27,000 

Base Realignment and Closure 

Sll , 603 

Sll, 603 

511,603 

611, 603 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


2,184 

2, 184 

2, 184 

*** Total By Purpose **• 

12,541,364 

13,655,692 

13,892,242 

13.892,242 
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Summary 

8y Location : 

Inside the United States 
Outside the United States 
Unspecified Locations 

•** Total By Location ♦** 

By Purpose; 

Major Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 
Planning and Design 
Supporting Activities 
New Construction 
Construction Improvements 
Planning 4 Design 
Operating Expenses 
Leasing 
Maintenance 
Homeowners 

Base Realignment and Closure 229,190 

•** Total By Purpose *»* 4.221,077 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth For 

Appn 

TOA 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

3,477,083 

3,505.083 

3,505,083 

437,400 

437,400 

437,400 

1,225,722 

1,270,722 

1,270,722 

5,140,205 

5,213,205 

5,213,205 

3,791,383 

3,819,383 

3,819.383 

105,341 

105,341 

105,341 

259.836 

304,836 

304,836 

57,100 

57, 100 

57,100 

66.OC0 

66,000 

66, 000 

103,000 

103,000 

103,000 

7,897 

7,897 

7,897 

184,764 

184,764 

184,764 

204,426 

204,426 

204,426 

104.268 

104.268 

104,268 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

229, 190 

229, 190 

229, 190 

5. 140,205 

5.213,205 

5,213,205 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Army 

{$ Thousands) 

Auth 
Amount 

3,483,771 

437, 400 

299,906 

4,221,077 

3,798,071 
70,716 

57, 100 
66.000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Navy 



<5 Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 201 ? 

Summary 

By Location: 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

*EE£ 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Inside the United States 

2,630.228 

1,993,230 

1 , 993,230 

1,993,230 

Outside the United States 

179,953 

179,953 

225, 147 

225,147 

Unspecified Locations 

155. ISO 

719,463 

734,463 

734,463 

*** Total By Location *** 

2, 965, 361 

2,892,646 

2,952,840 

2,952,840 

By Purpoaa : 

Mai or Construction 

2,810.181 

2,173,183 

2,218,377 

2,218,377 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


23,495 

23,495 

23,495 

Planning and Design 


71.953 

86,953 

86, 953 

Construction Improvements 


97,773 

97,773 

97,773 

Planning & Design 


3. 199 

3. 199 

3,199 

Operating Expenses 


190,834 

190,834 

190,834 

Leasing 


79,798 

79, 798 

79,798 

Maintenance 


97,231 

97,231 

97,211 

Base Realignment and Closure 

155. 180 

155,180 

155, 180 

155,180 

* * * Total By Purpose •** 

2. 965,361 

2,892,646 

2,952,840 

2,952,840 
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gmaaary 
By Locution: 

Inside the United States 
Outside the United States 
Unspecified Locations 

Total By Location *** 

By Purpose ; 

Major Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 
planning and Design 
Construction Improvements 
Planning & Design 
Operating Expenses 
Leasing 
Maintenance 

Base Realignment and Closure 125.442 

*»* Total By Purpose *•* 1,672,594 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

997,855 

997,855 

997.855 

184,297 

248,297 

248,297 

741,541 

745,779 

745,779 

1, 923,693 

1,991,931 

1.991,931 

1,182,152 

1,246,152 

1,246,152 

34,434 

34,434 

34,434 

67,338 

96, 338 

96,330 

30,596 

55,834 

55,834 

4,208 

4,200 

4.208 

234,553 

234,553 

234,553 

80,897 

80.897 

80.897 

114,073 

114. 073 

114,073 

125,442 

125,442 

125,442 

1,923,693 

1, |991,931 

1,991.931 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Susan ary for 2012 

Military Con-itructi on Total Obligation*! Authority 
Air Fore* 

(9 Thousands) 

Auth 
Amount 

1,362,855 

184,297 

125,442 

1,672,594 

1,547,152 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Dafanse Wide 



{$ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

AEjjn 

TO A 

Summary 

By Location: 

Amount i 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

Inside the United states 

2,131,496 

2,332,247 

2,312,247 

2,312,247 

Outside the United States 

1,166,434 

487, 026 

511, 144 

511,144 

Unspecified Locations 

384,402 

979,675 

910,875 

910,875 

*** Total By Location 

3.682,332 

3,699,148 

3,734.266 

3,734,266 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

3,432,930 

2,964,273 

2,968, 391 

2,960,391 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


32,964 

32,964 

32,964 

Planning and Design 


399,602 

430,602 

430,602 

NATO Security Investment Program 

247,611 

247,611 

247,611 

247,611 

Operating Expenses 


3,455 

3,455 

3,455 

Leasing 


46,652 

46,652 

46,652 

Maintenance 


616 

616 

616 

Ba.se Realignment and Closure 

1,791 

1,791 

1,791 

1,791 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


2.184 

2,184 

2,184 

»** Total By Purpose *** 

3,602.332 

3,699,148 

3,734,266 

3,734,266 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Summary for 20X2 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 



Active Forces 
($ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

*ppn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside the United States 

6,401,218 

5,392,532 

5,420,532 

5,420,532 

Outside the United States 

744,650 

744,650 

8S3.844 

353,844 

unspecified Locations 

256,985 

2,238,513 

2,302,751 

2,302,751 

**• Total By Location **» 

7,402,853 

8,375,695 

8,577,12? 

8,577,12? 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

7,022,768 

6, 014,082 

6,151,276 

6,151,276 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


61,495 

61,495 

61,495 

Planning and Design 


332,516 

421,516 

421, S16 

Supporting Activities 

S7.100 

57, 100 

57,130 

57,100 

New Construction 

66,000 

66,000 

66 , 000 

66,000 

Construction Improvements 


281,369 

256,607 

256,607 

Planning & Design 


15, 304 

15,304 

15, 304 

Operating Expenses 


610, 151 

610,151 

610,151 

Leasing 


365, 121 

365, 121 

365,121 

Maintenance 


315,572 

315,572 

315,572 

Base Realignment and Closure 

256,985 

256, 985 

256,985 

256,985 

*** Total By Purpose ••• 

7,402,853 

8 , 37S, 695 

8,577,127 

8,577,127 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
National Guard and Reserve Fore®* 



{$ Thousands} 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Ruth 

Auth for 

*Fpn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside the United States 

1.075,636 

1,075,636 

1,075,636 

1,075,636 

Outside the United States 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

S7.000 

Unspecified Locations 


97,670 

97,670 

97,670 

**' Total By Location *** 

1,132,636 

1,230,306 

1,230, 306 

1,230,306 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

1,132,636 

1,132,636 

1,132,636 

1,132,636 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


31. 053 

31.059 

31,059 

Planning and Design 


66, 6U 

66,611 

66,611 

*•* Total By Purpose 

1. 132,636 

1,230,306 

1,230,306 

1,230,306 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary foe 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 


Summary 
By Location; 

Inside the United States 
Outside the United States 
Unspecified Locations 

*** Total By Location *** 

By Purpoao : 

Major Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 
Planning and Design 
Supporting Activities 
NATO Security Investment Program 
Base Realignment and Closure 
*♦* Total By Purpose 


Military Construction 
{$ Thousands) 

Auth Auth for 


Amount 

Appn Amount 

9,608,350 

8,800,415 

1,902,084 

1,222,676 

964,930 

1,899, 177 

12,475,364 

11, 922,268 

11,568,334 

10,110,991 

70,716 

196,234 


798,729 

57,100 

57, 100 

247,611 

247,611 

511,603 

511,603 

12,475,364 

11, 922,268 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

8,808,415 

8,808,415 

1,355. 988 

1,355, 988 

2,019, 177 

2,019,177 

12, 183,580 

12, 183.580 

10,252,303 

10,252, 303 

196,234 

196,234 

918,729 

918,729 

57, ICO 

57,100 

247,611 

247,611 

511, 6C3 

511,603 

12,183, 580 

12, 183,580 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction total Obligational Authority 
Baas Realignment and Cloaing 

1 $ thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 



Aufch 

Auth for 

*PP» 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Unspecified Locations 

521,603 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 

* * » Total By Locat ion * * * 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 

By Purpoaa: 

Base Realignment and Closure 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 

*** Total By Purpose 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 

511,603 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Sum»ry for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Family Housing 



Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

€6,CC0 

66,000 

66,000 

66,000 

Unspecified Locations 


1,667.424 

1,642,662 

1.642,662 

* * * Total By Location *** 

66,000 

1,733.424 

1,708,662 

1 , 708,662 

By Purpose: 

New Construction 

66,000 

66,000 

66,000 

66,000 

Construction Improvements 


281,369 

256,607 

256,607 

Planning & Design 


15. 304 

15,304 

15,304 

Operating Expenses 


613,606 

613,606 

613,606 

Leasing 


411,773 

411,773 

411,773 

Maintenance 


316, 108 

316, 188 

316, 188 

Homeowners 


27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


2. 184 

2, 184 

2, 184 

*♦* Total By Purpose *«* 

66,000 

1,733,424 

1,708,662 

1,708,662 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Con* t ruction and Family Bousing 
Summary by State and Country 

(5 Thousands) Data aa o£ Feb 2012 



Jkuth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Stata-Countr^ 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

ALABAMA 

86,900 

86,900 

86,900 

86,900 

ALASKA 

392,800 

335,800 

335,800 

335,800 

ARI20NA 

260,585 

260,585 

260,585 

260,585 

ARKANSAS 

3,500 

3.500 

3,500 

3,500 

CALIFORNIA 

804,223 

831,223 

831,223 

831,223 

COLORADO 

459,532 

404,370 

404,370 

404,370 

DELAWARE 

2, BOO 

2.800 

2,600 

2,800 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

22,036 

22.036 

22,036 

22,036 

FLORIDA 

157,770 

236,770 

236.770 

236,770 

GEORGIA 

327,023 

327,023 

327,023 

327,023 

HAWAI I 

284,296 

284,296 

284,296 

204,296 

ILLINOIS 

146,742 

146,742 

146,742 

146,742 

INDIANA 

168, 600 

168,600 

168,600 

168,600 

KANSAS 

109,300 

109,300 

109,300 

109, 300 

KENTUCKY 

479,845 

539,819 

539,819 

539.819 

LOUISIANA 

99,800 

99,800 

99,800 

99,800 

MAINE 

38,600 

38,600 

38,600 

38,600 

MARYLAND 

624,763 

696,613 

676,613 

676,613 

MASSACHUSETTS 

96. 140 

96. 140 

96, 140 

96.140 

MINNESOTA 

20,200 

20,200 

20.200 

20,200 

MISSISSIPPI 

101,900 

101,900 

101.900 

101,900 

MISSOURI 

82,053 

82,053 

82 , C53 

82,053 

NEBRASKA 

595. 100 

151. 100 

151,100 

1S1.100 

NEVADA 

SB, 850 

58,850 

58.850 

59,850 

NEW JERSEY 

49,000 

49,000 

49, COO 

49.000 

NEW MEXICO 

214,995 

214.995 

214 , 995 

214,995 

NEW YORK 

53.700 

53.700 

53,700 

53.700 

NORTH CAROLINA 

752,903 

752,903 

752, 903 

752.903 

NORTH DAKOTA 

67,300 

67,800 

67,800 

67,800 

OHIO 

16,700 

16.700 

16,700 

16,700 

OKLAHOMA 

214.161 

214,161 

214,161 

214, 161 

OREGON 

13.800 

13,800 

13,800 

13,000 

PENNSYLVANIA 

64.759 

64,759 

64.759 

64,759 
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State* -Court try 

SOOTH CAROLINA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VIRGINIA 

WASHINGTON 

WEST VIRGINIA 

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

AFGHANISTAN 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

BELGIUM 

DIEGO GARCIA 

GERMANY 

GREENLAND 

GUAM 

ITALY 

.JAPAN 

KOREA 

PUERTO RICO 
UNITED KINGDOM 
WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 
DJIBOUTI 

**♦ Total Construction * 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Housing 


Suamary by Stata and Country 
{$ Thousands) 

Data &£ 

i of Feb 2012 

Auth 

Amount 

135,757 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

135.757 

*Een 

Amount 

135,757 

TOA 

Amount 

135,757 

7,949 

7, 94 9 

7, 949 

7,949 

613,200 

619,200 

622,200 

622,200 

55,000 

221,401 

221,401 

221,401 

713,785 

688,785 

713,785 

713, 785 

1, 156. C83 

519,085 

519,085 

519,085 

12,200 

12.200 

12,200 

12,200 

34.300 

34,300 

34,300 

34 , 300 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

80. 000 

80,000 

00,000 

80,000 

55,010 

55,010 

100,204 

100,204 



24. 118 

24,118 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

1. 205,194 

525,786 

525,786 

525,786 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

83,600 

83,600 

147,600 

147,600 

56,864 

56,864 

56,864 

56,864 

61,842 

61, 842 

61,842 

61,842 

112,000 

112,000 

112,000 

112,000 

57,000 

57,000 

57.000 

57,000 

103,631 

103,631 

103,631 

103,631 

964,930 

3,566,601 

3,661,839 

3,661,839 

99.499 

39,499 

89,499 

89,499 

12,541.364 

13.655,692 

13,892,242 

13,892,242 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
An ay *** Summary by Stat® and Country 

($ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 201?. 

Aufch Auth for Appn TOA 


St at® -Country 

AIARAMA 

Amount 

28,100 

Appn Amount 

26. 100 

Amount 

28, 100 

Amount 

28, 100 

AIiASKA 

217,600 

160,600 

160.600 

160,600 

ARIZONA 

17,800 

17, 800 

17,800 

17,000 

ARKANSAS 

3,500 

3,500 

3, 500 

3,500 

CALIFORNIA 

77,360 

77, 360 

77,360 

77,360 

COLORADO 

305,200 

320,538 

320,538 

320,530 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

5,300 

S, 300 

5.300 

5,300 

FLORIDA 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

GEORGIA 

113,750 

113,750 

113,750 

113.750 

HAWAI I 

155,500 

15S, 500 

155.500 

155, 500 

ILLINOIS 

38,800 

38,800 

38,800 

38,300 

INDIANA 

164,600 

164,600 

164,600 

164,600 

KANSAS 

101,700 

101, 7CC 

101,700 

101,700 

KENTUCKY 

302,500 

362,474 

362,474 

362,474 

LOUISIANA 

70,100 

70,100 

70, 100 

70,100 

MAINE 

38,600 

38,600 

38,600 

38,600 

MARYLAND 

192,300 

192,900 

192,900 

192,900 

MASSACHUSETTS 

31.000 

31, 0C0 

31,000 

31,000 

MINNESOTA 

20,200 

20.2CC 

20,200 

20,200 

MISSISSIPPI 

64,600 

64,600 

64,600 

64,600 

MISSOURI 

63.000 

68, 000 

68,000 

68, 000 

NEBRASKA 

31,100 

31,100 

31, 100 

31,100 

NEVADA 

23.000 

23,000 

23.000 

23,000 

NEW JERSEY 

49,000 

49,000 

49. 000 

49, 000 

NEW MEXICO 

5,200 

S.2C0 

5,200 

5.200 

NEW YORK 

33, 300 

3 3 , 3CC 

33, 300 

33,300 

NORTH CAROLINA 

208,700 

208,700 

208, 700 

208,700 

OKLAHOMA 

20S, 961 

205,961 

205,961 

20S, 961 

OREGON 

13,800 

13, 800 

13,800 

13,000 

SOOTH CAROLINA 

80.200 

80.200 

80,200 

80,200 

TEXAS 

308,900 

308, 900 

311,900 

311,900 

UTAH 

38,500 

38, 500 

38,500 

38,500 

VIRGINIA 

114.000 

89, COO 

114,000 

114,000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Smamary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Anny *** Summary by St* to and Country 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S tata-Coun try 

WASHINGTON 


Auth 

Amount 

296,300 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

296,300 

ists. 

Amount 

296,300 

TOA 

Amount 

296,300 

WEST VIRGINIA 


10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

WISCONSIN 


34,300 

34,300 

34 , 300 

34,300 

WYOMING 


8,900 

8, 900 

8, 900 

8,900 

AFGHANISTAN 


80,000 

30,000 

80, 000 

80,000 

GERMANY 


211,400 

211,400 

211,400 

211,400 

KOREA 


89,000 

89,000 

89, 00C 

89,000 

PUERTO RICO 


57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


299,906 

1,225.722 

1,270,722 

1,270,722 

*** Total Construction 


4,221,077 

5,140.205 

5,213,205 

5.213,205 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Na»y *** Summary by Stata and Country 

(4 Thousand#) Data as of Feb 201.2 


S tat* -Country 

ARIZONA 

Auth 

Amount 

162,785 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

162,785 

Appn 

Amount 

162,785 

TOA 

Amount 

162,785 

CALIFORNIA 

550,729 

550,729 

550,729 

550,729 

FLORIDA 

72,170 

72,170 

72,370 

72,170 

GEORGIA 

86,063 

86,063 

86,063 

86,063 

HAWAII 

74,875 

74,375 

74,875 

74,875 

ILLINOIS 

91,042 

91,042 

91,042 

91,042 

MARYLAND 

113,623 

113,623 

113,623 

113,623 

NORTH CAROLINA 

297,172 

297, 172 

297,372 

297,172 

PENNSYLVANIA 

13,759 

13,759 

13,759 

13,759 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

21,096 

21,096 

21 , 096 

21,096 

TENNESSEE 

7,949 

7, 94 9 

7,949 

7,949 

VIRGINIA 

366,782 

366,782 

366,782 

366,782 

WASHINGTON 

772,183 

135,185 

135, IBS 

135, 185 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

55,010 

55,010 

100,204 

100,204 

DIEGO GARCIA 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

155.180 

719.463 

734,463 

734,463 

DJIBOUTI 

89,499 

89,499 

89.499 

89,499 

*** Total Construction »»» 

2.965,361 

2,892. 646 

2,952,840 

2,952,840 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Housing 
Air Fores *** Summary by State and Country 

(5 Thousands) Data as af Feb 2012 


State -Country 

ALASKA 

Ruth 

Amount 

142,000 

Auth fox 

Appn Amount 

142,000 

APF» 

Amount 

142,000 

TOA 

Amount 

142, OCO 

ARIZONA 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

57, OCO 

CALIFORNIA 

84,693 

84,693 

84,693 

84,693 

COLORADO 

13,400 

13,400 

13,400 

13,400 

DELAWARE 

2 , 800 

2,800 

2,800 

2,803 

FLORIDA 


79,000 

79 , 0C0 

79,000 

HAWAII 

39,521 

39,521 

39,521 

39,621 

INDIANA 

4,000 

4,000 

4,000 

4,000 

KANSAS 

7,600 

7,600 

7,600 

7,600 

LOUISIANA 

23, S00 

23,500 

23,500 

23,500 

MARYLAND 

4,900 

4,900 

4 , 900 

4,900 

MASSACHUSETTS 

7,000 

7,000 

7,800 

7, 800 

MISSOURI 

4,800 

4 , 8CC 

4,800 

4,800 

NEBRASKA 

564,000 

120,000 

120,000 

120.000 

NEVADA 

35,850 

35. 850 

35,850 

35.BS0 

NEW MEXICO 

76,798 

76,798 

76,798 

76,798 

NORTH CAROLINA 

6, COO 

6,000 

6.000 

6,000 

NORTH DAKOTA 

67,800 

67,800 

67,800 

67,800 

OHIO 

6,700 

6 , 7C0 

6,700 

6,700 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

9,593 

9,593 

9.S93 

9,593 

TEXAS 

110,000 

110,000 

110,000 

U0.000 

UTAH 

16,500 

16, 500 

16,500 

16.500 

VIRGINIA 

50, COO 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

WASHINGTON 

27,600 

27 , 600 

27,600 

27,600 

GERMANY 

34,637 

34,697 

34.69/ 

34,697 

GREENLAND 

28.000 

28,000 

28. 000 

28,000 

GUAM 

83,600 

83. 6GC 

147,600 

147,600 

ITALY 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

IS, 000 

KOREA 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

125,442 

741, 541 

745,779 

74S.779 

• * * Total Construction 

1,672,594 

1.923,693 

1,991,931 

1.991, 931 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Defans* Wide *** Summary by State and Country 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State-Cquntry 

ALABAMA 

Auth 

Amount 

58,800 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

58.800 

*PPrc 

Amount 

58,800 

TOA 

Amount 

58,800 

ALASKA 

31,200 

33,200 

33.200 

33,200 

ARIZONA 

23, 000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

CALIFORNIA 

91,442 

118, 441 

118,441 

118,441 

COLORADO 

140,532 

70,432 

70,432 

70,432 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

16,136 

16,736 

16,736 

16,736 

FLORIDA 

80, 100 

80,100 

80,100 

80, 100 

GEORGIA 

127,210 

127,210 

127,210 

127,210 

HAWAI t 

14,400 

14,400 

14 , 400 

14 . 400 

ILLINOIS 

16,900 

16,900 

16,900 

16, 900 

KENTUCKY 

177,345 

177, 345 

177,345 

177,345 

LOUISIANA 

6.200 

6.200 

6,200 

6,200 

MARYLAND 

313,340 

385,190 

365,190 

365, 190 

MASSACHUSETTS 

57,340 

57,340 

57,340 

57.340 

MISSISSIPPI 

37,300 

37,300 

37,300 

37,300 

MISSOURI 

9,253 

9,253 

9,253 

9,253 

NEW MEXICO 

132,997 

132,997 

132,997 

132,997 

NEW YORX 

20,400 

20,400 

20,400 

20,400 

NORTH CAROLINA 

241,031 

241,031 

241,031 

241,031 

OHIO 

10. 000 

10, 000 

10.000 

1C. 000 

OKLAHOMA 

8,200 

8, 200 

8,200 

8.200 

PENNSYLVANIA 

51,000 

51,000 

Si, 000 

51.000 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

24,868 

24,868 

24,868 

24,960 

TEXAS 

194, 3CC 

200,300 

200,300 

200, 300 

UTAH 


166,401 

166,401 

366,401 

VIRGINIA 

1B3.003 

183,033 

163,003 

183 , 003 

WASHINGTON 

6C.00C 

60,000 

60, 000 

60,000 

WEST VIRGINIA 

2,200 

2,200 

2,200 

2,200 

BELGIUM 



24,118 

24,118 

GERMANY 

959, 397 

279,689 

279,689 

279,689 

ITALY 

41,864 

41.864 

41.864 

41,864 

JAPAN 

61,842 

61,842 

61,842 

61,842 

UNITED KINGDOM 

103.631 

103,631 

003,631 

103,631 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Sousing 
Da fans* Wida * * * Summary by Stat« Mid Country 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 

Auth Ruth for Appn TOA 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 

384.402 879,875 910,875 910,875 

Total Construction *** 3,682,332 3,699,148 3,734,266 3,734,266 


8tata~Country 
WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 
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ONCIASSiriED 


Summary for 2013 

Military Construction, Family Bousing , and Homeowners Assistance 


(5 Thousands) 


Appropriation 

Military Construction, Army 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning 4 Design 

Total Military Constructs 


Mil. Con., Army Nation 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning & Design 
Total Mil. con., 


Army National Guard 


Mil. Con., Army Reserve 
Major Construction. 

Minor Construction 
Planning & Design 

Total Mil. Con., Army Reserve 

Military Construction, Navy 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning f. Design 

Total Military Construction, Navy 

Mil. con.. Naval Reserve 
Major Construction 
Planning 4 Design 

Total Mil, Con., Naval Reserve 

Military Construction. Air Force 
Major construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning b Design 

Total Military Construction, Air Force 

Mil Con., Air National Guard 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning b Design 

Total Mil Con., Air National Guard 

Mil. Con., Air Force Reserve 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning b Design 

Total Mil. Con , Air Force Reserve 

Military Construction, Defense-Hide 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning b Design 

Total Military Construction, Defense-Hide 

NATO Security Investment Program 
NATO Security Investment Program 

Total NATO Security Investment Program 

Cbem Oemil Const, Def 
Chem/Demil Const 

Total Chem Demil Const , Def 


279,000 

1,276.686 

1,276,866 

47 , 4 14 
47,414 

190,365 

190.165 

32,466 

32,486 

6 , 100 

6, 103 

2.467.841 

2.467.841 


Aufch for 
Appn Amount 

1,799, 150 
25,000 
99,173 
1,923,323 


572,120 

15,057 

26.622 

633,799 


P.79,000 
10,895 
15.951 
305, B46 


1,582,931 

16,535 

102,619 

1,701,985 


351,365 

18.200 

18.635 

388,200 


6, 100 
2,000 
2,879 
10,979 


3.300,276 
38, 785 
315,562 
3,654.623 



572,120 

15,057 

26,622 

613,799 


279,000 

10,895 

15,951 

305,846 


1,582,831 

16,535 

102,619 

1,701,985 


47,414 
2. 118 
49,532 


351,365 

18,200 

18.635 

388,200 


32,486 

5,900 

4,000 

43,386 


2,000 

2,879 

10,979 


3,300,276 

38,785 

315,562 

3,654.623 


254.163 

254.163 


of Feb 2312 


1,799,150 

25,000 

99,173 

1,923,323 


572.120 

15,057 

26,622 

613,799 


279,000 

10,895 

15,951 

305,846 


1,582,831 

16,535 

102,619 

1,701,985 


351,365 

18.200 

18.635 

388,200 


32.486 

5,900 

4,000 

42,386 


2,000 

2,879 

10,979 


3,300,276 
10, 785 
315,562 
3,654,623 


Summary - 43 


DNCIASSiriED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary for 2013 

Military Construction, Family Bousing, and Son* owners Assistance 
{? Thousands} 


Appropriation 

Base Realignment & Closure, Army 
Base Closure Round 11 

Total Base Realignment & Closure, Army 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 

79,893 79,893 

79,893 79,893 


F I 2005 BRAC - Army 
Fy 3005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - Army 


106,219 1C6.219 

106,219 106,219 


Base Realignment 6 Closure, Navy 
Base Closure Round tv 

Total Base Realignment 6 Closure. Navy 


146,951 146,951 

146,951 146,951 


FY 2005 BRAC - Navy 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - Navy 


18,210 

18,210 


18,210 

18,210 


Base Realignment & Closure, Air Force 
Base Closure Round tv 

Total Base Realignment 6 Closure, Air Force 


122,552 122,552 

122,552 122.552 


FY 2005 BRAC * AF 
Fy 2005 Brae 

Total FY 2005 BRAC - AF 


2,268 

2,268 


2,268 

2,268 


Family Housing Construction, Army 

Planning 4 Design 4,641 

Total Family Housing Construction, Army 4,641 

Family Housing operations 4 Debt, Army 

Utilities 88,112 

Operating Expenses 102,862 

Leasing 203,533 

Maintenance Of Real Property 109,534 

Housing Privatization Support 26,010 

Total Family Housing Operations & Debt, Army 630,051 

Fam Housing Construction, Navy 6 Marine Corps 

Construction improvements 97,655 

Planning 6 Design 4,527 

Total Fam Housing Construction, Navy 6 Marine Corps 102,182 

Fam Housing Ope 6 Debt, Navy & Marine Corps 

Utilities 00,860 

Operating Expenses 100,544 

Leasing 03,774 

Maintenance Of Real Property 8S.2S4 

Housing Privatization Support 27,798 

Total Fam Housing Ope 6 Debt. Navy 6 Marine Corps 378,230 

Family Housing Construction, Air Force 

Construction Improvements 79,571 

Planning & Design 4.253 

Total Family Housing Construction, Air Force 63.824 

Family Housing Operations & Oebt. AF 

Utilities 75,662 

Operating Expenses 111,373 

Leasing 62,730 

Maintenance Of Real Property 201,937 

Housing Privatization Support 46,127 

Total Family Housing Operations 6 Debt, AF 497,329 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TOR 

Amount Ai count 

79,893 79,693 

79,893 79,893 


106,219 106,219 

106,219 106,219 


146,951 146,953 

146,951 146,951 


18,210 18,210 

18,210 18,210 


122,552 122,552 

122,552 122,552 


2,268 2,268 

2,268 2,260 


4.641 4.641 

4.641 4,641 


88,112 88,112 

102,862 102,862 

203.533 203.533 

109.534 109,534 

26,010 26.010 

530,051 530,051 


97,655 97,655 

4,527 4,527 

102,182 102,182 


80,060 

100,544 

03,774 

85,254 

27,798 

378,230 


80,860 

100,544 

83,774 

85.254 

27,790 

378,230 


79,571 

4,253 

83,924 


75,662 

111,373 

62,730 

201,937 

46,127 

497.829 


79,571 

4,253 

8J.824 


75.662 

111,373 

62,730 

201,937 

46.127 

497,829 


Summary - 44 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Military Conatruction, Family Houaing, and Homeowner* Aaaiatance 
{$ Thousands) 


Auti> lath for 

Appropriation Amount Appn Amount 

Fam Mousing Ops 6 Debt, Def-Wlde 

ytilitiea 295 

Operating Expenses S,14B 

Leasing 46, 155 

Maintenance Of Real property 640 

Total F&m Housing Ops & Debt. Def-Wide 52,238 

DoD Family Housing Improvement Fund 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 1,786 

Total DoD Family Housing Improvement Fund 1,786 

Grand Total 7,401,618 11,222,710 


Data 


Feb 2012 


295 

5,148 

46,155 


1,766 

1,786 


295 

5,148 

46,155 


Summary - 45 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Summary for 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 



Grand Total 
(5 Thousands) 


Data i 

Summary 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

By Location; 

Inside the United States 

5,046,173 

6, 333,649 

6,333,649 

Outside the United States 

1,406,484 

1,559, 388 

1,559, 388 

Unspecified Locations 

948,961 

3,329,673 

3,329,673 

*** Total By Location **» 

7,401,639 

11,222,710 

11,222.710 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

6,671,362 

8,121,742 

8,121.742 

Unspecified Minor Construction 

79,893 

212,265 

212,265 

Planning and DeBign 


587,559 

587,559 

NATO Security Investment Program 

254, 163 

254,163 

254,163 

Construction Improvements 


177,226 

177.226 

Planning & Design 


13,421 

13,421 

Operating Expenses 


664 , 791 

664,791 

Leasing 


396, 192 

396,192 

Maintenance 


397, 365 

397,365 

Base Realignment and Closure 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

Fami ly Housing Improvement Fund 


1,786 

1,786 

*•» Total By Purpose 

7,401,618 

11,222.710 

11,222,710 


Summary - 46 


Fefc 2012 

TOA 

Amount 

6,333,649 
1,65*9, 388 
3,329,673 
11,222,710 

B, 121,742 
212,266 
587,569 
254,163 
177,226 
13,421 
664,791 
396,192 
397,365 
396,200 
1.786 
11,222,710 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Suasuaxy for 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
Array 



($ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Aufch for 

*Ppn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appa Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside the United States 

2,397,070 

2,548,070 

2,548,070 

2,548,070 

Outside the United States 

253.200 

253,200 

253,200 

253,200 

Unspecified Locations 

186.112 

913,502 

913,502 

913,502 

*** Total By Location *** 

2,836,382 

3,714,772 

3,714,772 

3,714.772 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

2.6S0.270 

2. BO 1.270 

2,801,270 

2,601,270 

Unspecified Minor Construction 

79.B93 

130.845 

130,845 

130,845 

Planning and Design 


141 , 746 

141,746 

141,746 

Planning & Design 


4,641 

4.641 

4,641 

Operating Expenses 


216. 964 

216 , 964 

216,984 

Leas i ng 


203,533 

203,533 

203,533 

Maintenance 


109.534 

109,534 

109,534 

Base Realignment and Closure 

106,219 

106,219 

106,219 

106, 219 

* * * Total By Purpose »** 

2,836,382 

3,714,77? 

3,714,772 

3,714,772 


Summary - 4 7 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Navy 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth 


Siisraary Amount 


By Location; 

Inside the United States 

1.028,906 

Outside the United States 

261, 346 

unspecified Locations 

199,209 

*** Total By Location *** 

1,489,461 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

1, 324,300 


Unspecified Minor Construction 

Planning and Design 

Construction Improvements 

Planning & Design 

Operating Expenses 

Leasing 

Maintenance 

0a 3« Realignment and Closure 165.161 

*»* Total By Purpose *** 1,489,461 


Auth for 

*PPn 

TOA 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

1,308, 947 

1,308,947 

1,308,947 

207,250 

287,250 

287,250 

800,893 

000,893 

900,893 

2,397.090 

2,397,090 

2,397,090 

1,630,245 

1,630,245 

1,630,245 

16,535 

16,535 

16,535 

104.737 

104,737 

104,737 

97,655 

97, 655 

97,655 

4 , 527 

4,527 

4,527 

209,202 

209,202 

209,202 

83,774 

83,774 

83,774 

85,254 

85,254 

85,254 

165, 161 

165, 161 

165,161 

2,397,090 

2,397,090 

2,397,090 


Summary - 48 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Air Fore* 



<$ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

*PPn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location; 

Inside the United States 

160,394 

321,394 

321.394 

321,394 

Outside the United States 

33,900 

33, 900 

33,900 

33,900 

Unspecified Locations 

159,477 

792, 744 

792,744 

792,744 

*** Total By Location *** 

353,771 

1, 148.038 

1.148,038 

1, 148,038 

By Purpose; 

Major Const iuct ion 

278,951 

399, 951 

389,951 

389,951 

Unspecified Minor construction 


26. 100 

26. 100 

26,100 

Planning and Design 


25,514 

25,514 

25,514 

Construction Improvements 


79, 571 

79,571 

79,571 

Planning & Design 


4,253 

4,253 

4,253 

Operating Expenses 


233, 162 

233, 162 

233, 162 

Leasing 


62,730 

62,730 

62,730 

Maintenance 


201,937 

201,937 

201,937 

Base Realignment and Closure 

124,820 

124,320 

124,820 

124,820 

'*• Total By Purpose »•» 

353, 771 

1,148,038 

1,148, 038 

1,148,038 


Summary - 49 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Summary 
By location: 

Inside the United States 

Outside the United States 

Unspecified Locations 

*** Total By Location ’ 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 

Planning and Design 

NATO Security Investment Program 

Operating Expenses 

Leasing 

Maintenance 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 

*** Total By Purpose *** 2,722,004 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth for 

*PP» 

TOA 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

2,155, 238 

2, 155,238 

2,155,238 

985,038 

985,038 

985,038 

822,534 

822,534 

822,534 

3,962,810 

3,962,810 

3.962.810 

3,300,276 

3,300.276 

3,300,276 

38,785 

38,785 

38,785 

315, 562 

315, 562 

315, 562 

254,163 

254,163 

254, 163 

5,443 

5,44 3 

5,443 

46,155 

46,155 

46,155 

640 

640 

640 

1,786 

1,786 

1,786 

3,962,810 

3,j?«U8lO 

3,962,810 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Defense Wide 
($ Thousands) 

Auth 
Amount 

1,459, 8C3 

858,038 

404.163 
2, 722,004 

2,467.841 

254. 163 


Summary - SO 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Military 

Summary 
By Location : 

Inside the United states 
Outaide the United States 
Unspecified locations 

*** Total By Location *** 

By Pgrpo««; 

Major Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 

Planning and Design 

Construction Improvements 

Planning £ Design 

Operating Expenses 

Leasing 

Maintenance 

Base Realignment and Closure 
Total By Purpose *** 


UNCLASSIFIED 

Summary for 2013 

Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Aetivo Forces 


{$ Thousands} 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

hypo 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

2, 693 , 450 

3,285,491 

3 , 28S, 491 

3,285,491 

504,246 

S3Q, 150 

530, ISO 

530,150 

195,402 

2,072,321 

2.072,321 

2,072,321 

3,393 , 098 

5,807.962 

5,867,962 

5,887,962 

3,266,401 

3,804,346 

3.884,346 

3,884,346 


59,735 

59,735 

59,735 


220,427 

220,427 

220,427 


177,226 

177,226 

177,226 


13.421 

13,421 

13,421 


659, 348 

659, 348 

659, 348 


350,037 

350,037 

350.037 


396,725 

396. 72S 

396,725 

126,697 

126,697 

126,697 

125,697 

3,393,098 

5,887,962 

5,887.962 

5,887,962 


Summary - 51 


DN CLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary fox 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
National Guard and Raaarva Forces 



{$ Thousand*) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

*ee» 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside the United States 

892,920 

892,920 

892,920 

892,920 

Outside the United States 

44,200 

44, 200 

44,200 

44,200 

Unspecified Locations 


85,422 

85,422 

85,422 

«** Total By Location *•* 

937, 120 

1,022,542 

1,022,542 

1,022,542 

By Purpoaa: 

Ma^or Construction 

937,120 

937,120 

937,120 

937,120 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


.13, 952 

33 , 8S2 

33,852 

Planning and Design 


51,570 

51,570 

51,570 

*** Total By Purpose *•* 

937, 120 

1,022,542 

1,022,542 

1,022, 542 


Summary * 52 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority- 
Military Construction 



{$ Thousands} 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TGA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Inside the United States 

5, 046, 173 

6, 333,649 

6,333.649 

6,333,649 

Outside the United States 

1,406,484 

1,559,388 

1 , 5S9 , 388 

1,559,388 

Unspecified Locations 

948,961 

1,678,892 

1,678,892 

1,678.892 

*** Total By Location 

7,401,618 

9,571, 929 

9,571,929 

9,571,929 

By Purpose : 

Major Construction 

6,671,362 

8, 121,742 

8, 121,742 

9,121.742 

Unspecified Minor Construction 

79.893 

212,265 

212,265 

212. 26S 

Planning and Design 


587,559 

587,559 

587, S69 

NATO Security investment Program 

254,163 

254,163 

254,163 

254,163 

Base Realignment and Closure 

396,200 

396,200 

396,203 

396,200 

•** Total By Purpose '** 

7,401,618 

9,571,929 

9,571,929 

9,571.929 


Summary - 53 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Military 


Summary 

Location: 

Unspecified Locations 

*** Total By Location *** 
By Purpose: 

Base Realignment and Closure 
*»* Total By Purpose *»« 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Base Realignment and Closing 


($ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

Aufch 

Auth for 

*PP° 

TOA 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396, 2C0 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 


Summary - M 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Suasnary for 2023 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Family Bousing 

<5 Thousands) Data as oi Feb 2012 


Summary 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

hppn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

By Location: 

Unspecified Location® 


1,650,781 

1.650,781 

1,650,781 

*** Total By Location *** 


1,650,781 

1,650,781 

1,650,781 

By Furpo**: 

Construction improvements 


177,226 

177,226 

177,226 

Planning & Design 


13,421 

13,421 

13,421 

Operating Expenses 


664,791 

664,791 

664,791 

Leasing 


396,192 

396,192 

396,192 

Maintenance 


397,365 

397,355 

397,365 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


1,786 

1,786 

1,786 

**« Total By Purpose *** 


1,650,781 

1,650,781 

1,650,781 


Summary - 55 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
SunanAxy for 2013 

Military Construction and Family Housing 
Summary by State and Country 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S ta te-Coun try 

ALABAMA 

Auth 

Amount 

5.400 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

5,400 

Appn 

Amount 

5,400 

TOA 

Amount 

5,400 

ALASKA 

16.300 

18, 300 

18, 300 

18.300 

ARI ZONA 

35,964 

35,964 

35. 964 

35,964 

ARKANSAS 

36, 978 

36,978 

36. 978 

36,978 

CALIFORNIA 

700,365 

700,365 

700,365 

700,365 

COLORADO 

100,273 

144,273 

144,273 

144,273 

CONNECTICUT 

32,000 

32,000 

32, aoo 

32,000 

DELAWARE 

7.S00 

7,500 

7,500 

7,500 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

7,200 

7,200 

7,200 

7,200 

FLORIDA 

157,634 

157.834 

157,834 

157,834 

GEORGIA 

104,700 

104,700 

104,700 

104.700 

HAW A I I 

366.099 

366, 099 

366,099 

366.099 

IDAHO 

40.000 

40, 0CC 

40,000 

40,000 

ILLINOIS 

143,411 

143,411 

143,411 

143,411 

INDIANA 

56,800 

56,800 

56,800 

56,800 

IOWA 

22, 162 

22, 162 

22,162 

22,16? 

KANSAS 

21.700 

21. 700 

21,700 

21.700 

KENTUCKY 

191,439 

306,439 

306,439 

306,439 

LOUISIANA 

18,887 

18.887 

18,887 

18,887 

MARYLAND 

295,300 

511,221 

5X1,221 

511,221 

MASSACHUSETTS 

30,500 

30.500 

30,500 

30,500 

MINNESOTA 

34.000 

34,000 

34,000 

34.000 

MISSISSIPPI 

10.926 

10.926 

10,926 

10,926 

MISSOURI 

162,520 

362,520 

162,520 

162,520 

MONTANA 

11,000 

11.000 

11,000 

11,000 

NEBRASKA 


161,000 

161,000 

161,000 

NEVADA 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

NEW JERSEY 

132,090 

132,099 

132,098 

132,098 

NEW MEXICO 

126,585 

126, 585 

126,585 

126,505 

NEW YORK 

364.730 

364,730 

364,730 

364,730 

NORTH CAROLINA 

458,242 

458,242 

458.242 

458,242 

NORTH DAKOTA 

4.600 

4,600 

4,600 

4.600 

OHIO 

15, 100 

15, ICO 

15,100 

15,100 


Summary - 56 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Susaa&ry for 2013 

Military Construction and Family Housing 
Summary by State and Country 

<$ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2312 



Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

State-Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

OKLAHOMA 

29,900 

29,900 

29,900 

29.900 

PENNSYLVANIA 

17.400 

17,400 

17,400 

17,400 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

173 , 115 

173, 135 

173, US 

173,115 

TEXAS 

162,571 

450,671 

450,671 

450,671 

UTAH 

49.530 

240, 944 

240, 944 

240.944 

VIRGINIA 

466,189 

486,189 

486,189 

486,199 

WASHINGTON 

300.892 

580,933 

580, 933 

580,933 

WEST VIRGINIA 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

WISCONSIN 

S7.800 

57,800 

57,800 

57,800 

WYOMING 

6,486 

6,486 

6, 486 

6,486 

CONUS CLASSIFIED 

6,477 

6,477 

6,477 

6,477 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

51,348 

51,348 

51,348 

51,348 

BELGIUM 

26,969 

26,969 

26,969 

26,969 

DIEGO GARCIA 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

GERMANY 

116,006 

243,006 

243,006 

243,006 

GREECE 

25,123 

25,123 

25,123 

25. 123 

GREENLAND 

24,500 

24,500 

24,500 

24.500 

GUAM 

76.000 

101, 904 

101,904 

101,904 

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 

4C.2C0 

40,200 

40.200 

40,200 

ITALY 

77,400 

77,400 

77,400 

77,400 

JAPAN 

388,931 

388,931 

388.931 

388,931 

KOREA 

135,292 

135,292 

135,292 

135,292 

PUERTO RICO 

35,700 

35,700 

35,700 

35,700 

ROMANIA 

203, 105 

203,105 

203.105 

203. 1C5 

SPAIN 

17,215 

17,215 

17,215 

17,215 

UNITED KINGDOM 

87,584 

87 , 584 

87,584 

87,584 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

948 , 961 

3, 329,673 

3,329,673 

3,329,673 

DJIBOUTI 

99.420 

99.420 

99,420 

99,420 

*** Total Construction «** 

7,401,618 

11,222,710 

11,222,710 

11,222,710 


Summary - 57 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Suisucy for 2013 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Array *** Summary by Status and Country 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

*PFP 

TOA 

State -Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

ALABAMA 

5,400 

6,400 

5,400 

5,400 

ALASKA 

IB j 300 

18, 300 

18,300 

18,300 

ARKANSAS 

6,800 

6, 80Q 

6,800 

6. 800 

CALIFORNIA 

129,200 

129,200 

129,200 

129,200 

COLORADO 

18,000 

54,000 

54, 000 

54,000 

CONNECTICUT 

32,000 

32, 000 

32,000 

32,000 

DELAWARE 

5,500 

S. SOO 

5,500 

5,500 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

*7,200 

7,200 

7,200 

7.200 

FLORIDA 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

29.000 

GEORGIA 

80,950 

88.950 

88,950 

98, 950 

HAWAII 

238,000 

238,000 

230.000 

238,000 

IDAHO 

40,000 

4Q, 000 

40,000 

40,000 

ILLINOIS 

28.000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

INDIANA 

30,000 

30,000 

30,000 

30,000 

IOWA 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

KANSAS 

21,700 

21.700 

21,700 

21.700 

KENTUCKY 

119,800 

234,000 

234,800 

234,800 

MARYLAND 

31, 000 

31,000 

31,000 

31. COO 

MASSACHUSETTS 

30,500 

30,500 

30,500 

30,500 

MINNESOTA 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

MISSOURI 

144,420 

144,420 

144,420 

144,420 

MONTANA 

11 , COO 

11,000 

11. 000 

11,000 

NEVADA 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

NEW JERSEY 

98,600 

98, 600 

98.600 

98,600 

NEW YORK 

311,000 

311, 000 

311,000 

m.ooc 

NORTH CAROLINA 

98. 0C0 

98, OOO 

98.000 

98,000 

OHIO 

15, ICO 

LS, 100 

15,100 

15, 100 

OKLAHOMA 

29,900 

29,900 

29,900 

29, 900 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

24 , 0C0 

24 , OOO 

24 , 000 

24.000 

TEXAS 

116,600 

116, 600 

116,600 

116.600 

UTAH 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

VIRGINIA 

259, 000 

259.000 

259,000 

259, 000 

WASHINGTON 

244,100 

244.100 

244,100 

244, 100 


Summary - 58 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2013 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Army *** S anaa r y by State and Country 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 

Auth Aufch for Appn TO A 


State-Country Amount 

WEST VIRGINIA 14,200 

WISCONSIN 57,800 

GUAM 8,500 

ITALY 68,000 

JAPAN 36,000 

KOREA 45,000 

PUERTO RICO 35,700 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 186,112 

•*« Total Construction *»* 2,836,382 


Appn Amount 

14.200 

Amount 

14.200 

Amount 

14,200 

57,800 

57,800 

57,800 

6,500 

8,500 

8,500 

68,000 

68,000 

68.000 

96,000 

96,000 

96,000 

45,000 

45,000 

45,000 

35,700 

35,700 

35,700 

313,502 

913,502 

913,502 

3,714,7T2 

3,714,772 

3,714,772 


Summary «• S3 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Suasury for 2013 

Military Con s true t ion and Family Bousing 
Navy *** Sunsaary by Stat* and Country 

($ thousand#) Data as of Feb 2013 


Stat* -Country 

ARIZONA 


Auth 

Amount 

34,664 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

34. 664 

*FP» 

Amount 

34,664 

TOA 

Amount 

34,664 

CALIFORNIA 


358,443 

358, 443 

358,443 

358,443 

FLORIDA 


21,380 

21,980 

21,980 

21,980 

HAW A I I 


97,310 

97,310 

97,310 

97.310 

IOWA 


19,162 

19, 162 

19,162 

19,162 

LOUISIANA 


7,187 

7,187 

7,187 

7, 187 

MISSISSIPPI 


10,926 

10, 926 

10,926 

10,926 

NEW JERSEY 


33,498 

33,498 

33.498 

33,498 

NEW YORK 


4.430 

4,430 

4 , 43C 

4,430 

NORTH CAROLINA 


124,306 

124,306 

124,306 

124.306 

SOUTH CAROLINA 


91, 91S 

91,915 

91, 915 

91,915 

TEXAS 


11,256 

11,256 

11,256 

11.2S6 

VIRGINIA 


207,557 

237,557 

207,557 

207,557 

WASHINGTON 


6,272 

286,313 

286,313 

286,313 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 


51,348 

51, 348 

51, 34B 

SI, 348 

DIEGO GARCIA 


1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

GREECE 


25.123 

25, 123 

25, 123 

25.123 

GUAM 



25, 904 

25, 904 

25,904 

JAPAN 


21,344 

21.344 

21,344 

21,344 

ROMANIA 


45.205 

45.205 

45,205 

45,205 

SPAIN 


17.215 

17,215 

17,215 

17,215 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


199,209 

800. 893 

800,893 

800,893 

DJIBOUTI 


99,420 

99,420 

99,420 

99,420 

*•* Total Construction 

» * * 

1,409.461 

2, 397, C90 

2,397,090 

2,397,090 


Summary - 60 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Summary for 2013 

Military Con* true t ion and Family Bouaing 
Air Fore® *** Summary by State and Country 

{? 'Thousands) Data aa of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

APP* 

TOA 

S tat® -Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

ARKANSAS 

10,178 

30,178 

30, 178 

30,178 

CALIFORNIA 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

FLORIDA 

14 , 7S0 

14,750 

14, 750 

14,750 

GEORGIA 

15,750 

15, 750 

15,750 

15.750 

HAWAX 1 

S, 500 

6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

NEBRASKA 


161.000 

161,000 

161,000 

NEW MEXICO 

33,500 

33,500 

33,500 

33,500 

NEW YORK 

6,100 

6, 100 

6, 100 

6,100 

NORTH DAKOTA 

4,600 

4 , 60Q 

4,600 

4.600 

TEXAS 

18,000 

18, 000 

18, 0C0 

18,000 

UTAH 

13,530 

13,530 

13,530 

13.530 

WYOMING 

6,486 

6,486 

6,486 

6,486 

GREENLAND 

24,500 

24,500 

24.500 

24,500 

ITALY 

9. 400 

9.400 

9,400 

9,400 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

159,477 

792,744 

792,744 

792,744 

*** Total Construction *»* 

353,771 

1, 148,038 

1,148,038 

1,148,038 


Summary - 61 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Suanaxy for 2013 

Military Construction snd Family Housing 
Cnfer.au Wide *** Summary by 3t*t« and Country 

(3 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 

Auth Auth for Appn TOA 


S fea to - Coun t ry 

ARIZONA 

Amount 

1.300 

Appn Amount 

1,300 

Amount 

1.300 

Amount 

1.300 

CALIFORNIA 

201,722 

203,722 

201,722 

202,722 

COLORADO 

90,273 

90,273 

90,273 

90,273 

DELAWARE 

2,000 

2,000 

2.000 

2,000 

FLORIDA 

92, 104 

92, 104 

92 . 104 

92.104 

HAWAII 

24,299 

24,289 

24,289 

24,289 

ILLINOIS 

115,411 

115,411 

115,411 

115,411 

INDIANA 

26,800 

26,800 

26,800 

26,800 

KENTUCKY 

71,639 

71,639 

71,639 

71,639 

LOUISIANA 

11.700 

11,700 

11,700 

11,700 

MARYLAND 

264, 300 

480,221 

480.221 

480,221 

MISSOURI 

18, 100 

IB, 100 

18, 100 

18,100 

NEW MEXICO 

93.085 

93,085 

93,085 

93,085 

NEW YORK 

43,200 

43,200 

43,200 

43,200 

NORTH CAROLINA 

235.936 

235,936 

235,936 

235,936 

PENNSYLVANIA 

17,400 

17,400 

17,400 

17,400 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

TEXAS 

16,715 

304,815 

304,815 

304,815 

UTAH 


191,414 

191,414 

191,414 

VIRGINIA 

19,632 

19,632 

19,632 

19,632 

WASHINGTON 

50,520 

50,520 

50,520 

50. 520 

CONUS CLASSIFIED 

6,477 

6,477 

6,477 

6,477 

BELGIUM 

26.969 

26,969 

26,969 

26,969 

GERMANY 

116,006 

243,006 

243,006 

243,006 

GUAM 

67,500 

67. 500 

67,500 

67.500 

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 

40. 200 

40,200 

40,200 

40,200 

JAPAN 

271.587 

271.587 

271.587 

271,587 

KOREA 

90.292 

90,292 

90,292 

90,292 

ROMANIA 

157,900 

157.900 

157,900 

157,900 

UNITED KINGDOM 

87.584 

87, 584 

87 , S84 

87,584 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

404,163 

822,534 

822,534 

822,534 

"* Total Construction 

2,722,004 

3,962,810 

3, 962,810 

3, 962,810 


Summary - 62 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Qbligational Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and R«*erv® Forces 
Inside the United States 

(9 Thousands} Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coaponent/ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ALABAMA 

Army 

FORT RUCKER 

Aviation Component Maintenance Shop 

Aviation Maintenance Facility 

Training Aids Center 

29, 000 
36, CC0 
<,650 

29.000 

36.000 
4,650 

24,653 

35.928 

4,641 

24,653 

35,928 

4,641 

Total FORT RUCKER 

59,650 

69,650 

65,222 

65.222 

Navy 

MOBILE 

T-6 Outlying Landing Field 

29,082 

29,082 

28,431 

28,431 

Total MOBILE 

29,082 

29.082 

28,431 

28,431 

Air Force 

MAXWELL AFB 

ADAL Air University Library 

13,400 

13,400 

11,761 

11,761 

Total MAXWELL AFB 

13,403 

13,400 

11,761 

11,761 

Air National Guard 

MONTGOMERY REGIONAL AIRPORT IANG) BASE 

Fuel Cell And Corrosion Control Hangar 

7,472 

7,472 

7.457 

7,457 

Total MONTGOMERY REGIONAL AIRPORT JANG) BAS 

7,472 

7,472 

7,457 

7,457 

*« ALABAMA 

119,604 

119,604 

112,871 

112,871 

ALASKA 

Army 

FORT GREEDY 

Fire Station 

26,030 

26,000 

23,353 

23,353 

Total PORT GREELY 

26,000 

26,000 

23,353 

23,353 

FORT RICHARDSON 

Brigade Complex. Ph 1 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

Simulations Center 

67,038 

12,200 

34.000 

67,038 

12.200 

34,000 

66,904 

12,176 

27,445 

66,904 

12.176 

27,445 

Total FORT RICHARDSON 

113,238 

113,238 

106, 52S 

106,525 

FORT WAXNWRIGHT 

Aviation Task Force Complex. Ph 2A (Kr.gar) 
Aviation Task Force Complex, Ph 2B ICOF) 

Urban Assault Course 

142, 6S0 
27,000 
3.350 

142,650 

27,000 

3,350 

82,834 

23,503 

3.343 

82,834 

23,503 

3,343 

Total FORT WAINWRIGHT 

173,000 

173 , 000 

109,660 

109,680 

• * Army 

312.238 

312,238 

239, 558 

239,558 

***FAHILT BOOSING*** 





Army 

FORT WAINWRIGHT 

Family Housing Replacement ConstruQlO units) 

{21,000} 

{21,000} 

{20,958} 

{20.958] 

Total FORT WAINWRIGHT 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{21,000} 

{21,000} 

{20,958} 

{20,958] 


State - 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FI 2011 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

<5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Cosqponont/Xnatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Air Force 

EIELSON AFB 

Repair Central Heat Plant & Pwr Plant Boilers 

28,000 

28,000 

27, 945 

27,945 

Total EIELSON AFB 

28,000 

28,000 

27, 945 

27.S45 

ELMENDORF AFB 

Add/Alter Air Support Operations Squadron Tra 

4,749 

4,749 

4,740 

4,740 

Construct Railhead Operations Facility 

IS, 000 

15,000 

14,300 

14,300 

F-22 Add/ Alter Weapons Release Systems $.nop & 

10,525 

10,525 

6, 301 

6,301 

Total ELMENDORF AFB 

30,274 

30.274 

25,341 

25,341 

**Air Force 

58,274 

58,274 

53,286 

53,286 

* ’ALASKA 

370,512 

370,512 

292,844 

292,844 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{21,000} 

{21,000} 

{20,958} 

(20, 958} 

ARIZONA 

Amy National Guard 

FLORENCE 

Readiness Center 

16,500 

16,500 

16,467 

16,467 

Total FLORENCE 

16.500 

16,500 

16, 467 

16,467 

Navy 

YUMA 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

63,280 

63,280 

47,716 

47.716 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

40,600 

40,600 

30,493 

30,493 

Cominimi cot ions Infrastructure Upgrade 

63,730 

63,730 

54,844 

54,844 

Intermediate Maintenance Activity Fac. 

21.480 

21,480 

21,000 

21,000 

Simulator Facility 

36,060 

36,060 

26,439 

26,439 

Utilities Infrastructure Upgrades 

44,320 

44.320 

40, 106 

40,106 

Van Pad Complex Relocation 

15,590 

IS, 590 

15,241 

15,241 

Total YUMA 

285.06 0 

285,060 

235,839 

235.839 

Air Force 

DAVIS -MONTHAN AFB 

AMARG Hangar 

2S , 000 

25,000 

24,897 

24,897 

HC- 130 AGE Maintenance Facility 

4,600 

4 , 600 

4 , 561 

4,561 

HC-130J Aerial Cargo Facility 

10,700 

10,700 

10,679 

10,679 

HC-13CJ Parts store 

8 ,200 

8.200 

5,882 

5.082 

Total DAVIS- MONTHAN APB 

48,500 

48, S00 

46,019 

46,019 

LUKE AFB 

F-3S Academic Training Center 

54,150 

54,150 

53,541 

53,541 

F- 35 Squadron operations Facility 

10,260 

10,260 

10, 179 

10, 179 

Total LUKE AFB 

64,410 

64.41Q 

63,77.0 

63,720 

“Air Force 

112,910 

112,910 

109, 739 

109,739 

Air National Guard 

DAVIS MONTHAN AFB 

TF1- Predator Foe -Active Duty Associate 

4,650 

4.650 

4.641 

4, 641 

Total DAVIS MONTHAN AFB 

4.65C 

4,650 

4,641 

4,641 


State * 2 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction total Obligation*! Authority a* Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

{? Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Cooponent/Instailafcion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

FORT HUACHOCA 

TFI- Predator Lre Beddown 

11,000 

11,000 

10,978 

10,970 

Total FORT HUACHUCA 

11,000 

11.000 

10, 978 

10,978 

“Air National Guard 

15,650 

15,650 

15,619 

15,619 

Special Operations Command 

YUMA 

SOF Military Free Fail Simulator 

8, 977 

8, 977 

8.959 

8,959 

Total YUMA 

8,977 

8,977 

8.959 

8,959 

* ‘ARIZONA 

439,097 

439,097 

386.623 

386,623 

ARKANSAS 

Army National Guard 

CAMP ROBINSON 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop 

30,000 

30,000 

29.940 

29,940 

Total CAMP ROBINSON 

30,000 

30,000 

29. 940 

29, 940 

FORT CHAFFEE 

Combined Arms Collective Training Facility 

19,000 

19,000 

18,962 

18, 962 

Live Fire Shoot House 

2,500 

2. bCO 

2,495 

2,495 

Total FORT CHAFFEE 

21,500 

21 ,500 

21,457 

21,457 

* * Army National Guard 

51,500 

51,500 

51,397 

51,397 

“ARKANSAS 

S1.S00 

51,500 

51,397 

SI, 397 

CALIFORNIA 

Army 

PRESIDIO MONTEREY 

Advanced Individual Training Barracks 

63,000 

63,000 

62,874 

62,074 

General Instruction Building 

39.000 

39,000 

34,514 

34,514 

Satellite Communications Facility 

38,000 

38,000 

37,924 

37,924 

Total PRESIDIO MONTEREY 

MO. 000 

140.000 

135, 312 

135,312 

Army National Guard 

CAMP ROBERTS 

Combined Arms Collective Training Facility 

19,000 

19,000 

18, 962 

18,962 

Total CAMP ROBERTS 

19,000 

19,000 

18, 962 

18.962 

Army Reserve 

FAIRFIELD 

Army Reserve Center 

25.949 

25,949 

25, 949 

25, 949 

Total FAIRFIELD 

25,949 

25,949 

25. 949 

25,943 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 

ECS Tactical Equipment Maint Facility 

21,956 

21,956 

22,956 

21, 9S6 

ECS Warehouse 

14.970 

14,970 

14, 970 

14, 970 

Grenade Launcher Range 

1,397 

1, 397 

1,397 

1,397 

Hand Grenade Familiarization Range (Live) 

1.397 

1,397 

1,397 

1, 397 

Light Demolition Range 

2,695 

2,695 

2,695 

2,695 


State - 3 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

XT 2 OIL Military Construction Total Obligational Authority as Enacted 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Jtate/Component/Xnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Tactical Vehicle Wash Rack 

9,481 

9,481 

9,481 

9,481 

Total FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 

SI, 896 

51,896 

51,896 

51,896 

“Army Reserve 

77,845 

77,845 

77,845 

77,045 

Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - 13 Area 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - Las Flores 
CNATT/FRS - Aviation Training and BEQ 
Conveyance/Water Treatment 

MALS-39 Maintenance Hangar Expansion 

Marine Corps Energy Initiative 

North Region Tertiary Treatment Plant {INC) 
Small Arms Magazine - Edson Range 

Truck Company Operations Complex 

42,BQ4 

37,020 

66,110 

100,700 

40,230 

9,950 

3,760 

53,490 

42,864 

37,020 

66,110 

100,700 

48,230 

9,950 

30,000 

3,760 

53,490 

41,905 

36,191 

64,630 

98,449 

48,158 

9,720 

29,295 

3,760 

52,293 

41,905 
36, 191 
64,630 
98,449 
48,158 
9,728 
29,295 
3.760 
52,293 

Total CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

362,124 

392,124 

304,409 

384,409 

CORONADO 

Rotary Hangar 

67,160 

67,160 

65,657 

65,657 

Total CORONADO 

67,160 

67, 160 

65,657 

65,657 

MIRAMAR 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

Hangar 4 

Parking Apron /Taxi way Expansion 

90,490 

33,620 

66,500 

90,490 

33,620 

66,500 

88.465 

32,868 

65,012 

88,465 

32,868 

65.012 

Total MIRAMAR 

190,610 

190,610 

106,345 

186, 345 

SAN DIEGO 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters, Hcmeport Ashore 
Berthing Pier 12 Repl. u Dredging, Phase 1 
Marine Corps Energy Initiative 

75,342 

108.414 

9.950 

75, 342 
108,414 
9,950 

73,655 
10S, 988 
9,929 

73,655 

105,986 

9,929 

Total SAN DIEGO 

193.706 

193,706 

189,572 

189,572 

TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

BEQ & Parsing Structure 

53 , 1S8 

53,158 

51, 987 

51,987 

Total TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

53,158 

53.158 

51,987 

51,987 

“Navy 

866,758 

896,758 

877,970 

977. 970 

Navy Reserve 

TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

Tank Vehicle Maintenance 

5, 979 

S.979 

5,979 

5,979 

Total TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

5,979 

5.979 

5,979 

5, 979 

Defense Logistics Agency 

POINT LOMA ANNEX 

Repice storage Facility Incr 3 


20. 000 

19,960 

19,960 

Total POINT LOMA ANNEX 


20,000 

19,960 

19,960 


POINT MUGU 


State - 4 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

IT 2011 Military Construction Total Oi>lity*ti©nal Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Ra»#rva Forces 
In* ids the United State* 

($ Thou*and») Data as of Feb 2012 


State /Component /I a*t*l lation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn. Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TGA 

Amount 

Aircraft Direct Fueling Station 

3,100 

3,100 

3,094 

3,094 

Total POINT MUGU 

3,100 

3, 100 

3,094 

3,094 

•♦Defense LogisticB Agency 

3.100 

23.100 

23,054 

23,054 

•♦CALIFORNIA 

1,112,082 

1,162,682 

1,139,122 

1,139,122 

COLORADO 

Army 

FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

Automated Sniper Field Fire Range 

3.650 

3,650 

3,643 

3,643 

Battalion Headquarters 

6, 700 

6, 700 

6,687 

6,687 

Brigade Complex 

56,000 

56.000 

SS , 868 

55,888 

Simulations Center 

40,000 

40,000 

39,920 

39,920 

Total FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

106,350 

106,350 

106,138 

106, 138 

Army 

P'JEBLO DEPOT 

Ammunition Demilitarization Facility, Ph XII 


65,438 

65,438 

65,438 

Total PUEBLO DEPOT 


65,438 

65,438 

65,438 

Army National Guard 

COLORADO SPRINGS 

Readiness Center 

20,000 

20,000 

19,960 

19,960 

Total COLORADO SPRINGS 

2C , 000 

20,000 

19,960 

19, 9$0 

FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

Regional Training Institute 

40.000 

40,000 

39,920 

39,920 

Total FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

40,000 

40,000 

39,920 

39,920 

GYPSUM 

HAATS/AASF 

39,000 

39,000 

38.922 

38, 922 

Total GYPSUM 

39,000 

39.000 

38,922 

38.922 

WINDSOR 

Readiness Center 

7,500 

7 , 500 

7,405 

7.48S 

Total WINDSOR 

7,500 

7,500 

7, 485 

7,485 

••Army National Guard 

1OS.S00 

106,500 

106,287 

106,287 

Air Force 

BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 

Security Forces Operations Facility 

12,160 

12,160 

9,271 

9,271 

Total BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 

12, 160 

12,160 

9,271 

9,271 

PETERSON AFB 

RAIDR5 Space Control Facility 

24,800 

24,800 

18,265 

13.26S 

Total PETERSON AFB 

24,800 

24 , 8 GO 

18,265 

18, 265 


State - 5 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Ft 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enactad 

Active, Guard and Raserva Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data ns o t Feb 20)2 


St«fce/Co*Bponent/Insfcall*tioo 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

U.S, AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

Const Center for Character & Leadership Oevei 

27,600 

27,600 

27.54S 

27,545 

Total U.S. AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

27,600 

27,600 

27,545 

27, 54S 

**Air Force 

64,560 

64,560 

55.081 

55,081 

Special Operations Command 

FORT CARSON. COLORADO 

SOP Tactical Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Hangar 

3,717 

3,717 

3,710 

3,710 

Total FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

3,717 

3.717 

3.710 

3,710 

*» COLORADO 

281,127 

346,565 

336,654 

336,654 

CONNECTICUT 

Army National Guard 

WINDSOR LOCKS 

Readineea Center (Aviation) 

41,000 

41,000 

40.918 

«0,918 

Total WINDSOR LOCKS 

41,000 

41,000 

40,918 

40, 918 

* * CONNECTICUT 

41, 000 

41,000 

40,918 

40, 918 

DELAWARE 

Army National Guard 

NEW CASTLE 

Armed Forces Reserve Center (JFHQ) 

27,000 

27,000 

26,946 

26.946 

Total NEW CASTLE 

27,000 

27,000 

26, 946 

26, 946 

Air Force 

DOVER AFB 

C-SM/C-17 Maintenance Training Facility, Ph 2 

3,200 

3,200 

3, 194 

3, 194 

Total DOVER AFD 

3,200 

3,200 

3.194 

3,194 

Air National Guard 

NEW CASTLE COUNTY AIRPORT 

Joint Forces Operations Center-Ang Share 

1.500 

1,500 

1,497 

1,4 97 

Total NEW CASTLE COUNTY AIRPORT 

1,500 

1,500 

1,497 

1,497 

•♦DELAWARE 

31,700 

31,700 

31,637 

31,637 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Air Force 

BOLLING AFB 

Joint Air Defense Operations Center 

13,200 

13,200 

13.174 

13, 174 

Total BOLLING AFB 

13,200 

13,200 

13, 174 

13, 174 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE 

Replace Parking Structure, Phase 1 

3,000 

3,000 

2,994 

2,994 

Total BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE 

3.000 

3,000 

2,994 

2,994 

••DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

16,200 

16.200 

16, 168 

16, 168 


State - 6 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

(5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coosponent/Xnatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

FLORIDA 

Army 

EGLIN AFB 

Chapel 

€.900 

6, 900 

6,375 

6,375 

Total EGLIN AFB 

6.900 

6,900 

6.375 

6,375 

Ml ami -Dade County 

Command and Control Facility 

41,000 

41,000 

40, 918 

40, 910 

Total Miami -Dade County 

41,000 

41,000 

40,918 

40. 918 

••Army 

47,900 

47,900 

47,293 

47,293 

Army Reserve 

MIAMI 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

13,772 

13,772 

13,772 

13.772 

Total MIAMI 

13,772 

13,772 

13,772 

13,772 

ORLANDO 

Army Reserve Center/ Land 

10,180 

10,180 

10, 180 

10, 180 

Total ORLANDO 

10,180 

10. 180 

10,180 

10, 180 

WEST PALM BEACH 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

10,379 

10,379 

10,379 

10, 379 

Total WEST PALM BEACH 

10,379 

10,379 

10,379 

10,379 

•♦Army Reserve 

34,331 

34,331 

34,331 

34,331 

Navy 

BLOUNT ISLAND 

Consolidated Warehouse Facility 

17,260 

17,260 

13,295 

13,295 

Container Staging and Loading Lot 

5.990 

5,990 

3. 381 

3,381 

Container storage Lot 

4,910 

4,910 

3.703 

3,703 

Hardstand Extension 

17,930 

17,930 

12,624 

12,624 

Paint and Blast Facility 

18,840 

18,640 : 

18,419 

10,419 

Washrack Expansion 

9,690 

9,690 ; 

8,878 

8,878 

Total BLOUNT ISLAND 

74,620 

74,620 

60,300 

60,300 

Air Force 

EGLIN AFB 

F-35 Fuel Cell Maintenance Hangar 

11 , 400 

11,400 

7,975 

7,975 

Total EGLIN AFB 

11,400 

11,400 

7. 975 

7,975 

HURLBURT FIELD 

ADAS. Special Operations School Facility 

6, 170 

6.170 

5.135 

5,135 

Add to Visiting Quarters (24 Rm) 

4,500 

4,500 

4,051 

4,051 

Base Logistics Facility 

24.000 

24 , 000 

18,963 

18,963 

Total HURLBURT FIELD 

34,670 

34,670 

23, 149 

28, 149 

PATRICK AFB 





Air Force Technical Applications Center 

158,009 

158,009 

78,351 

78,851 

Total PATRICK AFB 

158,009 

158, 009 

78, 851 

78,851 

**Air Force 

204,079 

204,079 

114,975 

114, 975 


State - 7 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

n 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority ** Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United State* 

(5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/lnatalletion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Air National Guard 

JACKSONVILLE JAP 

Security Forces Training Facility 

6.700 

6,700 

6,687 

6,687 

Total JACKSONVILLE IAP 

6.700 

6,700 

6,687 

6,687 

Air Force Reserve 

PATRICK AFB 
weapons Maint Fac 

3,420 

3,420 

3,413 

3,413 

Total PATRICK AFB 

3.420 

3,420 

3,413 

3,413 

Special Operations Command 

EGLIN AFB 

SOF Ground Support Battalion Detachment 

6,030 

6.030 

6,018 

6.010 

Total EGLIN AFB 

6.030 

6,030 

6,018 

6,018 

** FLORIDA 

377,080 

377,080 

273,017 

273,017 

GEORGIA 

Army 

FORT 8ENNING 

Land Acquisition 

12,200 

12,200 

12,176 

12.176 

Trainee Barracks Ph 2 

51,000 

51,000 

50,898 

50,898 

Training Battalion Complex. Pn 2 

14,600 

14,600 

14,571 

14,571 

Training Battalion Complex, Ph 2 

14,600 

14,600 

14,571 

14,571 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

53,000 

53,000 

52,894 

52,894 

Total FORT BENNING 

145,400 

145,400 

145,110 

145,110 

FORT GORDON 

Training Aids Center 

4, ISO 

4,150 

4 , 142 

4,142 

Total FORT GORDON 

4,150 

4. ISO 

4, 142 

4,142 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 

6,200 

6,200 

6,188 

6,188 

Automated Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

9. 100 

9.100 

8,165 

3, 165 

Aviation Unit Operations Complex 

47.000 

47,000 

43,701 

43,701 

Battalion Complex 

18.000 

18,000 

17,964 

17,964 

General Instruction Building 

3,200 

0,2 00 

3,184 

8, 104 

Modified Record Fire Range 

3,750 

3,750 

3,742 

3,742 

Simulations Center 

26,000 

26.000 

26.948 

25,940 

Training Aids Center 

7,000 

7,000 

5,738 

5,738 

Total FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

125,250 

125.250 

119,630 

119,630 

•♦Army 

274,800 

274,800 

268,082 

268,882 

Army National Guard 

GUMMING 

Readiness Center 

17,000 

17, 000 

16,966 

16,966 

Total CUMMING 

17,000 

17,000 

16.966 

16,966 

DOBBINS ARB 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

10,400 

10,400 

10,379 

10,379 

Total DOBBINS ARB 

10,400 

1C. 400 

10,379 

10, 379 

♦•Army National Guard 

27,400 

27,400 

27, 345 

27, 345 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Tt 2011 Military Construction Total QbI.igati.onal Authority as Enacted 
Active , Guard and Ra serve Forces 


Inside 

(9 

the United States 
Thousands) 


Data an of 

Feb 2012 

tatn/Component/Inatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






Army Reserve 

MACON 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

11,377 

11,377 

11,377 

11,377 

Total MACON 

11,377 

11,377 

11,377 

11.377 

Navy 

KINGS BAY 

Security Enclave & Vehicle Barriers 
Waterfront Emergency Power 

4S , CC4 
15,660 

45, CC4 
15,660 

43,997 

15,310 

43,997 

15,310 

Total KINGS BAY 

60.664 

60,664 

59,307 

59, 307 

Air National Guard 

SAVANNAH /HILTON HEAD IAP 

Relocate Air Supt Opera Sqdn (Asos) Fac 

7,450 

7,450 

7,435 

7,435 

Total SAVANNAH /HILTON HEAD TAP 

7,450 

7,450 

7,435 

7,435 

Defense Logistics Agency 

HUNTER ANGS 

Fuel Unload Facility 

2 , 40C 

2,400 

2,395 

2,395 

Total HUNTER ANGS 

2,400 

2 , 4C0 

2,395 

2,395 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 
PORT BENNING 

Dexter Elementary School Construct Gym 

2,800 

2,800 

2,794 

2.794 

Total FORT BENNING 

2.800 

2,800 

2,794 

2.794 

National Seem it y Agency 

AUGUSTA 

NSA/CSS Georgia Training Facility 

12. 0S5 

12,855 

12,829 

12,829 

Total AUGUSTA 

12 , 85b 

12,855 

12.82 9 

12.829 

Special Operations Command 

FORT BENNING 

SOF Company Support Facility 

SOF MWD Kennel Complex 

20.441 

3,624 

20,441 

3,624 

20,400 

3,617 

20,400 

3,617 

Total FORT BENNING 

24,065 

24,065 

24,027 

24,017 

HUNTER ARMY AIRFIELD 

SOF TEMP Expansion 

3.318 

3,318 

3,311 

3,311 

Total HUNTER ARMY AIRFIELD 

3,318 

3,318 

3,311 

3,3U 

* ‘Special Operations Command 

27.383 

27,383 

27, 378 

27,328 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

Health Clinic Addtion/Alteration 

35,100 

35, 100 

31, 113 

31,113 

Total FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

35. 100 

35,100 

31,113 

32,113 

“GEORGIA 

462,229 

462.229 

450, 80S 

450,805 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

t'i 2011 Military Construction Total Obi igatienal Authority as Enaatad 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

(f Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coapcnant/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

HAWAII 

Army 

FORT SHAFT ER 

Command and Control Facility, Ph 1 

Flood Mitigation 

58.000 

23.000 

58.000 

23.000 

57,884 

22,954 

57.884 

22,954 

Total FORT SHAFTER 

81,000 

81,000 

BO, 838 

80,338 

SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 

Barracks 

Barracks 

Training Aids Center 

96.000 

90.000 

24.000 

98.000 

90.000 

24.000 

97,804 

89,820 

23,952 

97,804 

89,820 

23,952 

Total SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 

212,000 

212,000 

211,576 

211,576 

TRIPLES? ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 

Barracks 

28,000 

28,000 

19,261 

19,261 

Total TRtPLER ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 

28,000 

28,000 

19,261 

19,261 

••Army 

321,000 

321,000 

311, 675 

311,675 

Army National Guard 

KALAELOA 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop 

38.00C 

36,000 

37,924 

37,924 

Total XALAELOA 

38,000 

38,000 

37, 924 

37,924 

Navy 

CAMP SMITH 

Physical Fitness Center 

29,960 

29,960 

29,892 

28,892 

Total CAMP SMITH 

29,960 

29,960 

28, 892 

28,892 

XANEOHE BAY 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

Waterfront Operations Facility 

90,530 

19.130 

90,530 

19. 130 

88,457 

18,703 

88,457 

18.703 

Total KANEOHE BAY 

109,660 

109,660 

107,160 

107,160 

PEARL HARBOR 

Ctr Cor Disaster Mgt/Humanitarion Assistance 
Joint PON /MIA Accounting Command 

9. 140 
99,328 

9,140 

99,328 

8.936 

95,540 

8,936 

95,540 

Total PEARL HARBOR 

108,468 

108,468 

104,476 

104,476 

♦•Navy 

240,088 

248, C88 

240. 520 

240, 528 

Air National Guard 

HICKAM AFB 

TFl-F-22 Beddown intrastructure Support 

TFI-F-22 Hangar, Squadron Operations And Amu 
TFI-F-22 Upgrade Munitions Complex 

5,950 

48.250 

17.250 

5,950 

48.250 

17.250 

5,938 

48, 1S3 
17,215 

5,936 

48,153 

17,215 

Total HICKAM AFB 

71,450 

71,450 

71,306 

71. 306 

Defense Logistics Agency 

HICKAM AFB 

Alter Fuel Storage Tanks 

8,500 

8,500 

8,483 

8,483 

Total HICKAM AFB 

8.500 

8 , 5C0 

8,483 

6,483 


State 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority ft* Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Xnsida the United stataa 

(9 Thousand*) Data as at Feb 2012 


S tata/Cosaponant/Inatallfttion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Special Operations Command 

PEARL HARBOR 

NSWG3 Command and Operations Facility 

23.804 

28,804 

22,758 

22,758 

Total PEARL HARBOR 

28.8C4 

28,804 

22,758 

22.758 

♦•HAWAII 

715,842 

715.842 

692,674 

692,674 

IDAHO 

Army National Guard 

GOWEN FIELD 

Barrack* (ORTC)Phl 

17,500 

17,500 

17,465 

17.46S 

Total GOWEN FIELD 

17,500 

17,500 

17.465 

17,465 

MOUNTAIN HOME 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 

6,300 

6,300 

6,287 

6,287 

Total MOUNTAIN HOME 

6,300 

6,300 

6,287 

6,287 

••Army National Guard 

23,800 

23,800 

23,752 

23,752 

Defense Logistics Agency 

MOUNTAIN HOME APB 

Replace POL Fuel Storage Tanks 

27.500 

27,500 

27,445 

27,445 

Total MOUNTAIN HOME AFB 

27,500 

27,500 

27,445 

27,445 

••IDAHO 

51.300 

51 , 300 

51, 197 

51, 197 

ILLINOIS 

Army National Guard 

SPRINGFIELD 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop Add/Alt 

15,000 

15,000 

14,970 

14,970 

Total SPRINGFIELD 

15,000 

15,000 

14,970 

14,970 

Army Reserve 

QUINCY 

Army Reserve Centcr/Land 

12, 176 

12.176 

12,176 

12,176 

Total QUINCY 

12,176 

12,176 

32. 176 

12,176 

Air National Guard 

CAPITAL MAP 

TFl-Cnaf Beddown- Upgrade Facilities 

16,700 

16,700 

16,667 

16,667 

Total CAPITAL MAP 

16.700 

16,700 

16,667 

16,667 

Defense Information Systems Agency 

SCOTT AIR FORCE BASE 

Field Command Facility Upgrade 

1,388 

1,388 

1,385 

1,385 

Total SCOTT AIR FORCE BASE 

1,383 

1,308 

1,385 

1,385 

••ILLINOIS 

45,264 

45,264 

45,198 

45, 190 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Ctoligafcional Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

<$ TbouaandsJ Data aa of Feb 2012 


State/Coaponent /Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

INDIANA 

Army Reserve 

MICHIGAN CITY 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

IS, 469 

15,469 

15,469 

15,469 

Total MICHIGAN CITY 

15,469 

IS, 469 

15,469 

15,469 

Air National Guard. 

HDLMAN REGIONAL AIRPORT 

TFI-A 0 O 0 aeddown- Upgrade Facilities 

4,100 

4,100 

4,092 

4,092 

Total HULMAN REGIONAL AIRPORT 

4, LOO 

4, 100 

4 . 092 

4,092 

* * INDIANA 

19,569 

19,569 

19,561 

19,561 

IOWA 

Army Reserve 

DES MOINES 

Army Reserve Center 

8,159 

8.159 

8,159 

8, 159 

Total DES MOINES 

8.159 

8,159 

8, 159 

8,159 

* « IOWA 

8,159 

8.159 

8,159 

3, 159 

KANSAS 

Army 

FORT LEAVENWORTH 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

7,100 

7,100 

7,086 

7,086 

Total FORT LEAVENWORTH 

7,100 

7,100 

7,086 

7,086 

FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

4,100 

4,100 

4,092 

4,092 

Automated Qualif ication/Training Range 

14.800 

14,800 

14,770 

14,770 

Battalion Complex, Ph 1 

31,000 

31.000 

30,938 

30, 938 

Known Distance Range 

7,200 

7,200 

7.186 

7.106 

Total FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

57 , 100 

57,100 

56,986 

56,986 

* * Army 

64,200 

64,200 

64.072 

64, 072 

Army National Guard 

WICHITA 

Field Maintenance Shop 

24,000 

24,000 

23.952 

23,952 

Readiness center 

43,000 

43.000 

42.914 

42.914 

Total WICHITA 

67,000 

67, 000 

66,866 

66, 866 

* * KANSAS 

131,200 

131,200 

130,938 

130,938 

KENTUCKY 

Army 

BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT 

Ammunition Demilitarization Ph XI 


59,283 

59.283 

59,283 

Total BLUB GRASS ARMY DEPOT 


59,283 

69,283 

59,283 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

ft 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reservo Forces 
Inside the United States 

; $ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


5 tate/Cosgsonent/ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

Automated Sniper Field Fire Range 

1,500 

1,500 

1,497 

1,497 

Brigade Complex 

67,000 

67,000 

57,684 

57.684 

Company Operations Facilities 

25,000 

25,000 

21,457 

21,457 

Rappelling Training Area 

5,600 

5,600 

3,543 

3,54 3 

Unit Operations Facilities 

26,000 

26,000 

24,351 

24,351 

Urban Assault Course 

3,300 

3.3C0 

2,146 

2, 146 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

15,500 

15,500 

13,230 

13,23ft 

Total FORT CAMPBELL,, KENTUCKY 

143,900 

143,900 

123.908 

123,908 

FORT KNOX 

Access Corridor Improvements 

6,000 

6,000 

4,740 

4,740 

Mout Collective Training Facility 

12,800 

12,800 

12,774 

12,774 

Total FORT KNOX 

18.000 

18,800 

17,514 

17,514 

•♦Army 

162.7C0 

162,700 

141,422 

141,422 

Army National Guard 

BURLINGTON 

Readiness center 

19,500 

19,500 

19,461 

19,461 

Total BURLINGTON 

19,500 

19,500 

19,461 

19,461 

Special Operations Command 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

SOF Battalion Ops Complex 

38,095 

3e,095 

25,951 

25,951 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

38,095 

38,095 

25,951 

25,951 

»* KENTUCKY 

220, 29S 

279.578 

246, 117 

246,117 

LOUISIANA 

Army 

FORT POLK, LOUISIANA 

Barracks 

29,000 

29,000 

28,942 

28,942 

Heavy Sniper Range 

Land Acquisition 

4,250 

6,000 

4 , 2S0 
6.000 

5,988 

5,988 

Land Acquisition 

24,000 

24.000 

23,952 

23,952 

Total FORT POLK, LOUISIANA 

63.2S0 

63,250 

58,802 

58,882 

Army National Guard 

FORT POLK, LOUISIANA 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 

5,500 

5,500 

5,489 

5,489 

Total FORT POLK. LOUISIANA 

5,500 

S.500 

5,489 

5,489 

MINDEN 

Readiness Center 

28,000 

28,000 

27,944 

27,944 

Total MINDEN 

28,000 

28,000 

27,944 

27, 944 

••Army National Guard 

33,500 

33,500 

33,433 

33,433 


State 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority as Enacted 

Activa, Guard and Raservs Forces 
Insid* tha United Status 

($ Thousand*) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stafca/Component /Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appa Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Navy Reserve 

NEW ORLEANS 

Gcinfc Air Traffic Control Facility 

16,248 

16,248 

16,248 

16,248 

Total NEW ORLEANS 

16,248 

16,248 

16,248 

16,248 

Air Force 

BARKSDALE AFB 

Weapons Load Crew Training Facility 

18, 14 D 

18,140 

17,850 

17,850 

Total BARKSDALE AFB 

18,140 

18,140 

17,850 

17,850 

•♦LOUISIANA 

131,138 

131,138 

126,413 

126,413 

MARYLAND 

Army 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

Auto Tech Evaluate Facility Ph 2 

14,600 

14.600 

14,571 

14,571 

Total ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

14,600 

14,600 

14,571 

14,571 

FORT MEADE 

Indoor Firing Range 

7,600 

7,600 

7,585 

7,585 

Wideband SATCOM Operations Center 

25.000 

25.000 

22,754 

22,754 

Total FORT MEADE 

32 .600 

32,600 

30,339 

30,339 

* » Army 

47,200 

47,200 

44, 910 

44,910 

Arty National Guard 

ST INIGOES 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 

5.500 

5,500 

5,489 

5,489 

Total ST INIGOES 

S.500 

5,500 

5,489 

5,489 

Navy 

INDIAN HEAD 

Agile Chemical Facility. Phase 2 

34.238 

34,238 

33,472 

33,472 

Total INDIAN HEAD 

34,238 

34,238 

33,472 

33,472 

PATUXENT RIVER 

Broad Area Maritime Surveillance T&E Pae. 

42,211 

42,211 

33, 034 

33,034 

Total PATUXENT RIVER 

42,211 

42,211 

33, 034 

33.C34 

**Navy 

76,449 

76.449 

66,506 

66, 506 

Air National Guard 

MARTIN STATE AIRPORT 

Replace Ops and Medical Training Facility 

11,400 

11,400 

11,377 

11,377 

Total MARTIN STATE AIRPORT 

11,400 

11,400 

11,377 

11,377 

Defense Logistics Agency 

ANDREWS AFB 

Replace Fuel Storage & Distriout tor. Facility 

14,000 

14 , Q00 

13.972 

13,972 

Total ANDREWS AFB 

14,000 

14,000 

13,972 

13,972 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Tot *1 OblAgational Authority u Enacted 

Activa, Guard and R© servo Forces 
Inside the United States 



(3 Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

State/Component/Installstion 


Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 







National Security Agency 

FORT MEADE 

North Campus Utility Plant 


219,360 

219,360 

205, 105 

205, 105 

Total FORT MEADE 


219.360 

219,360 

205. 105 

205,105 

TriCare Management Activity 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

USAmricd Replacement, Inc 3 



105,000 

104,790 

104,790 

Total ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 



1C5, 000 

104,790 

104,790 

BETHESPA NAVAL HOSPITAL 

NNMC Parking Expansion 

Transient Wounded Warrior Lodging 


17,100 

62,900 

17, 100 
62.900 

17,066 

62,774 

17.066 
62, 774 

Total HETHESDA NAVAL HOSPITAL 


00,000 

80, 000 

79,840 

79,840 

FORT DETRICK 

Consolidated Logistics Facility 

Information Services Facility Expansion 

Niec Security Fencing And Equipment 

Supplemental Water Storage 

USAMR1 ID Stage I, Inc 5 

water Treatment Plant Repair h Supplement 

23,100 

4,300 

2.700 

3.700 

11,900 

23, 100 
4,300 

2.700 

3.700 
17,400 
11.900 

23,054 

4,291 

2,695 

3,693 

17,365 

11,876 

23,054 

4,291 

2,695 

3.693 

17,365 

11,876 

Total FORT DETRICK 


45, TOO 

63,100 

62,974 

62.974 

•♦Tricare Management Activity 


125,700 

248, 100 

247,604 

247,604 

••MARYLAND 


499,609 

622,009 

594,963 

594,963 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Army National Guard 

HANSCOM AFB 

Armed Forces Reserve Center (JFHQ) Ph2 


23,000 

23,000 

22,954 

22,954 

Total HANSCOM AFB 


23.CC0 

23 , 0C0 

22,954 

22,954 

Army Reserve 

DEVENS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA 
Automated Record Fire Range 


4.691 

4,691 

4,691 

4,691 

Total DEVENS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING 

AREA 

4,691 

4.691 

4,691 

4,691 

TriCare Management Activity 

HANSCOM AFB 

Mental Health Clinic Addition 


2,900 

2,900 

2,094 

2.894 

Total HANSCOM AFB 


2,900 

2.90C 

2, 894 

2,894 

••MASSACHUSETTS 


30,591 

30,591 

30, 539 

30, 539 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority as Enactad 

Activa, Guard and Reserrs Force* 

Inside the Unitad Statas 

($ Thousand#) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/CoBfponant/l na tallation 


Ruth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TO A 

Amount 

MICHIGAN 

Army National Guard 

CAMP GRAYLING RANGE 

Combined Arma Collective Training 

Facility 

19, 000 

19,000 

18.962 

18,962 

Total CAMP GRAYLING RANGE 


19,000 

19,000 

16,962 

18,962 

•‘MICHIGAN 


19,000 

19,000 

19.962 

18,962 

MINNESOTA 

Army National Guard 

ARDEN HILLS 

Field Maintenance Shop 


29,000 

29,000 

28.942 

28,942 

Total ARDEN HILLS 


29,000 

29,000 

28,942 

28,942 

CAMP RIPLEY 

Infantry Squad Battle Course 


4,300 

4,300 

4,291 

4,291 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System 

Facility 

4,450 

4,450 

4,441 

4,441 

Total CAMP RIPLEY 


a . 750 

8,750 

8,732 

8,732 

••Army .National Guard 


37.750 

37,750 

37,674 

37,674 

“MINNESOTA 


37,750 

37,750 

37,674 

37,674 

MISSOURI 

Army 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 

Barracks 


29,000 

29,000 

28, 942 

20, 942 

Brigade Headquarters 


12,200 

12,200 

12, 176 

12,176 

General Instruction Building 


7,000 

7,000 

6,986 

6,986 

Information Systems Facility 


15,500 

15,500 

13,423 

13,423 

Training Barracks 


19,000 

19,000 

11,227 

11,227 

Transient Advanced Trainee Barrack 

;s, Ph 2 

29,000 

29,000 

27,524 

27,524 

Total FORT LEONARD WOOD 


111,700 

111,700 

100,278 

100,278 

Army Reserve 

KANSAS CITY 

Army Reserve Center 


11,776 

11,776 

11,776 

11,776 

Total KANSAS CITY 


11,776 

11,776 

11. 776 

11,776 

“MISSOURI 


123,476 

123,476 

112,054 

112 , 054 

NEBRASKA 

Army National Guard 

LINCOLN 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 


3,300 

3,300 

3,233 

3,293 

Total LINCOLN 


3. 300 

3,300 

3,293 

3,293 

MEAD 

Readiness Center 


11,400 

11,400 

11,377 

11,377 

Total MEAD 


11.400 

11,400 

11, 377 

11,377 

••Army National Guard 


14,700 

14,700 

14,670 

14, 670 

“NEBRASKA 


14,700 

14,700 

14,670 

14,670 
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nr 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United State* 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/ Compo nant /I ns talla t i on 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth Tor 

Appn, Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

NEVADA 

Ait Force 

CREECH AFB 

UAS Airfield Fire/Crash Rescue Station 

11,710 

11,710 

8,441 

8,441 

Total CREECH AFB 

11,710 

11,710 

8,441 

8,441 

NELLIS AfB 

F'35 Add/Alter 422 Teat Evaluation Squadron F 

7.B-7 0 

7,870 

6,699 

6,699 

F- 35 Add/Alter Flight Teat Instrumentation Fa 

1.9C0 

1.900 

1,843 

1,843 

F-35 Flight Simulator Facility 

13,110 

13,110 

12,717 

12,717 

r-35 Maintenance Hangar/AMU 

28,760 

28,760 

26,300 

26, 300 

Total NELLIS AFB 

51.640 

51,640 

47,559 

47,559 

•*Air Force 

63,350 

63,350 

56,000 

56,000 

** NEVADA 

63,350 

63,350 

56,000 

56,000 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Army National Guard 

PEMBROKE 

Barracks Facility (Regional Training institut 

15,000 

15,000 

14,970 

14,970 

Classroom Facility (Regional Training institu 

21,000 

21, OCO 

20,958 

20,958 

Total PEMBROKE 

36.000 

36. 0C0 

35, 928 

35,928 

♦♦NEW HAMPSHIRE 

36.000 

36,000 

35.928 

35.928 

NEW JERSEY 

Air force 

MCGUIRE AFB 

Base Ope/ Command Post Facility (TFI) 

8,000 

8,000 

7,951 

7,951 

Dormitory (120 RM) 

18,440 

18,440 

18,403 

10,403 

Total MCGUIRE AFB 

26,440 

26,440 

26.354 

26,354 

♦•NEW JERSEY 

26,440 

26,440 

26, 354 

26.3S4 

NEW MEXICO 

Army 

WHITE SANDS 

Barracks 

29,000 

29,000 

28,942 

29,942 

Total WHITE SANDS 

29,000 

29, 000 

28,942 

28,942 

Army National Guard 

FARMINGTON 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

8,500 

8.500 

8,483 

8,403 

Total FARMINGTON 

8,500 

8,500 

8,483 

8,483 

Army Reserve 

LAS CRUCES 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

11.377 

11,377 

11.377 

11,377 

Total LAS CRUCES 

11.377 

11,377 

2 1 , 377 

11, 377 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation®! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

{5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Componant/Inetallation 

Aufcfa 

Amount 

Xuth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Air Force 

CANNON AFB 

Dormitory {96 rm) 

14,000 

14 , 000 

13,972 

13,972 

UAS Squadron Ops Facility 

20,000 

20,000 

19,960 

19, 960 

Total CANNON AFQ 

34,000 

34,000 

33. 932 

33, 932 

HOLLOMAN AFB 

UAS Add/Alter Maintenance Hangar 

15,470 

15,470 

15,341 

15,341 

UAS Maintenance Hangar 

22,500 

22,500 

22 , 45S 

22,455 

Total HOLLOMAN AFB 

37,970 

37,970 

37,796 

37,796 

KIRTLANO AFB 

Aerial Delivery Facility Addition 

3,800 

3,800 

3,440 

3,440 

Armament Shop 

6,460 

6,460 

6,166 

6, 166 

H/MC-130 Fuel System Maintenance Facility 

14,142 

14, 142 

13,289 

13,289 

Total KIRTLAND AFB 

24,402 

24,402 

22,895 

22,895 

**Air Force 

96,372 

96,372 

94,623 

94,623 

Special Operations Command 

CANNON AFB 

SOF ADD/ALT Simulator Facility For MC-130 

13,287 

13,287 

13.260 

13,260 

SOF C-130 Parking Apron Phase I 

26,006 

26,006 

23,958 

23, 958 

Sof Aircraft Parking Apron <MC-l30}) 

12,636 

12,636 

11,613 

11.613 

Sof Hangar/AMU (MC-130j) 

24,622 

24.622 

24,573 

24,573 

Sof Operations And Training Complex 

39,674 

39,674 

39,595 

39, S9S 

Total CANNON AFB 

116,225 

116,225 

112,999 

112,999 

TriCare Management Activity 

WHITE SANDS 

Health And Dental Clinics 

22,900 

22,900 

22,854 

22,854 

Total WHITE SANDS 

22,900 

22,900 

22,854 

22,854 

••NEW MEXICO 

284,374 

284.374 

279,278 

279,278 

NEW YORK 

Army 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

Aircraft Fuel Storage Complex 

14,600 

14,600 

14,571 

14,671 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

16,500 

16. 5C0 

16,467 

16,467 

Battalion Complex 

61, COO 

61,000 

60,378 

60, 878 

Brigade Complex Ph 1 

55,000 

55,000 

54,890 

54,890 

Infantry Squad Battle Course 

3,200 

8,200 

8,184 

8, 184 

Training Aids Center 

18,500 

18,500 

18,463 

18,463 

Transient Training Barracks 

55,000 

55,000 

54, 890 

54,890 

Total FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

228,800 

228,800 

228, 343 

228,343 

U-S. MILITARY ACADEMY 

Science Facility, Ph 2 

130,624 

130,624 

130,363 

130,363 

Urban Assault Course 

1,700 

2,700 

1,697 

1,697 

Total U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 

132,324 

132,324 

132,060 

132.060 

• »Army 

361,124 

361,124 

360,403 

360,403 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Snactbd 

Activ*, Guard and Rasarva Force* 

Inside the United States 

Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stato/Coaponent/InatallatioQ 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army Reserve 

BINGHAMTON 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

13,373 

13,373 

13,373 

13,373 

Total BINGHAMTON 

13,373 

13,373 

13,373 

13,373 

Arr Force 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

20th Air Support Operations Squadron Complex 

20,440 

20,440 

17,112 

17,112 

Total FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

20,440 

20,440 

17,112 

17. 112 

Air National Guard 
' FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

TFI -Reaper Infrastructure Support 

2,500 

2,500 

2,495 

2,495 

Total FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

2,500 

2,500 

2,495 

2,495 

STEWART IAP 

Base Defense Group Bcddown 

14,250 

14,250 

14,221 

14,221 

Total STEWART IAP 

14.250 

14,250 

14,221 

14,221 

•♦Air National Guard 

16,750 

16,750 

16,716 

16,716 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 
west Point MS Add/Alt 

27,960 

27.960 

27,904 

27,904 

Total U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 

27,960 

27,960 

27,904 

27, 904 

♦‘NEW YORK 

439,647 

439.647 

435,508 

435,508 


NORTH CAROLINA 





Army 





FORT BRAGG 





Battalion Complex 

33,009 

33,000 

32,934 

32,934 

Brigade Complex 

50,000 

50.000 

49,900 

49, 900 

Brigade Complex 

25,000 

25.000 

24,950 

24,950 

Brigade Complex 

41,000 

41.000 

40,918 

40,918 

Command and Control Facility 

53,000 

53,000 

49,401 

49,401 

Company Operations Facilities 

12,600 

12,600 

12,575 

12,575 

Dining Facility 

11,200 

11,200 

It, 178 

11,178 

Murchison Road Right of way Acquisition 

17,000 

17. 000 

16,966 

16,966 

Staging Area Complex 

14.600 

14.600 

14,571 

14,571 

Student aa rracks 

18.000 

18,000 

17. 964 

17,964 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

28,000 

28,000 

27,944 

27,944 

vehicle Maintenance Shop 

7, SCO 

7.500 

7,485 

7,485 

Total FORT BRAGG 

310,900 

310,903 

306,786 

.106,786 

Army National Guard 





HIGH POINT 





Readiness Center Add/Alt 

1,551 

1,551 

1,549 

1,549 

Total HIGH POINT 

1,551 

1.551 

i, 549 

1.549 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Oblig*tional Authority as Enacted 

Active. Guard and Reserve Force* 

Inside the Unit ad Status 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/Componant/rnatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Navy 

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

2nd Intel Battalion Mainteance/Ops Complex 

90,270 

90,270 

08,249 

38,249 

Armory - II MEF - Wallace Creek 

12,290 

12,280 

12,006 

12,006 

BEQ - Wallace Creek 

51,560 

51,660 

50,504 

50.504 

Bachelor Enlisted Quart - Wallace Creek North 

46,290 

46,290 

45,254 

45, 254 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - Camp Johnson 

46,550 

46,550 

46,005 

46,005 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - Courthouse Bay 

42,330 

42,330 

41,383 

41, 383 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - Courthouse Bay 

40,780 

40,780 

39,867 

39,867 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - French Creek 

43,640 

43,640 

43,560 

43,568 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - Rifle Range 

55, 350 

55,350 

54,112 

54,112 

EOD Addition - 2nd Marine Logistics Group 

7.420 

7,420 

7,254 

7 >254 

Maintenance /Ops Complex - 2nd Anglico 

36,100 

36, 100 

35,292 

35,292 

Marine Corps Energy Initiative 

9,950 

9,950 

8 , 869 

8, 869 

Mess Hall - French Creek 

25,960 

25,960 

24,317 

24,317 

Mess Hall Addition - Courthouse Bay 

2,553 

2,553 

1,499 

1,499 

Motor Transportation/Comm. Maintenance Fac. 

18,470 

18,470 

12,907 

12,907 

Utility Expansion - French Creek 

56,050 

56,050 

54,795 

54,795 

Utility Expansion - Hadnot Point 

56,470 

56.470 

55,206 

55,206 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

642,123 

642.123 

623,087 

621,087 

CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

42,500 

42.500 

42,683 

42,883 

Mariners Bay Land Acquisition - Ecgue 

3.790 

3,790 

3,706 

3,706 

Missile Magazine 

13,420 

13.420 

4,779 

4,7?9 

Station Infrastructure Upgrades 

5,800 

5.800 

5.850 

5,850 

Total CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 

65,510 

65,510 

57.210 

57,218 

NEW RIVER 

Hangar 

73,010 

73,010 

62. 154 

62,154 

Hangar (HMLA5 

74,260 

74,260 

62,610 

62,618 

Total NEW RIVER 

147,270 

147,270 

124.772 

124,772 

••Navy 

8S4.903 

054,903 

003,077 

003,077 

Air National Guard 

STANLY COUNTY AIRPORT 

Upgrade Asos Facilities 

2,000 

2,000 

1. 996 

1,996 

Total STANLY COUNTY AIRPORT 

2,000 

2,000 

1,996 

1,996 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

Tarawa Terrace I ES Replace School 

16,646 

16,646 

16,613 

16,613 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

15,646 

16,646 

16,613 

16,613 

FORT BRAGG 

McNair ES - Replace School 

23,086 

23,086 

23,040 

23,040 

Murray ES Replace School 

22.000 

22,000 

21,956 

21,956 

Total FORT BRAGG 

45.086 

45,086 

44.996 

44.996 

** Department of Defense Dependent Education 

61.732 

61 ,732 

61,609 

61, 609 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

ST 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands} Data as of Feb 2012 


Sfcate/Component/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Special Operations Command 

FORT BRAGG 

SOF Admin /Company Operations 

10,347 

10,347 

10,326 

10,326 

SOF C4 Facility - JSOC 

41,000 

41,000 

40, 918 

40,918 

SOF Joint Intelligence Brigade Facility 

32,000 

32,000 

31,936 

31,936 

SOF Operational Communications Facility 

11,000 

11,000 

10,978 

10, 978 

SOF operations Support Facility 

13.465 

13,465 

13,438 

13.438 

Sof Operations Additions 

1S.79S 

15,795 

15,763 

15, 763 

Total FORT BRAGG 

123,607 

123,607 

123, 359 

123, 359 

“NORTH CAROLINA 

1,354,693 

1,354,693 

1,298,376 

1.298,376 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP GRAFTON 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

11,200 

11,200 

11,178 

11,178 

Total CAMP GRAFTON 

11,200 

11,200 

11,178 

11,178 

Air Force 

MINOT AFB 

Control Tower/Base operations Facility 

18,770 

18,770 

16,351 

16,351 

Total MINOT AFB 

18.770 

18,770 

16,351 

16,351 

“NORTH DAKOTA 

29,970 

29.970 

27,523 

27,529 

OHIO 

Defense Logistics Agency 

COLUMBUS 

Replace Public Safety Facility 

7,400 

7,400 

7,192 

7,192 

Total COLUMBUS 

7,400 

7,400 

7,192 

7,192 

* ‘OHIO 

7,400 

7,400 

7,192 

7,192 

OKLAHOMA 

Army 

FORT SILL 

General Purpose Storage Building 

13,800 

13,800 

13,772 

13,772 

Total FORT SILL 

13,800 

13,800 

13,772 

13,772 

MCALESTER 

Igloo Storage, Depot Level 

3.000 

3, 030 

?. 994 

2,994 

Total MCALESTER 

3,000 

3,003 

2, 994 

2, 994 

“Army 

16,800 

16,803 

16,766 

16,766 

Air Force 

TINKER AFB 

Upgrade Building 3001 Infrastructure, Ph III 

14,000 

14,030 

13, 392 

13.892 

Total TINKER AFB 

14,000 

14,000 

13,892 

13,892 

* ‘OKLAHOMA 

30,800 

30,800 

30,658 

>0,658 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total ObligationaX Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coasponent/lnetallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Aufch for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Air National Guard 

STATE COLLEGE ANGS 

Add to and Alter AOS Facility 

4,100 

4, 100 

4,092 

4,092 

Total STATE COLLEGE ANGS 

4, 10C 

4, 100 

4, 092 

4,092 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DEF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

Replace Headquarters Facility 

96,000 

96,000 

95,808 

95,808 

Total DBF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

96,000 

96,000 

95,800 

9S.808 

** PENNSYLVANIA 

100, 100 

100,100 

99, 900 

99, 900 

RHODE ISLAND 

Army National Guard 

EAST GREENWICH 

United States Property & Fiscal Office 

27,000 

27,000 

26,946 

26, 946 

Total EAST GREENWICH 

27,000 

27,000 

26,946 

26,946 

Navy 

NEWPORT 

Electromagnetic Sensor Facility 

27.007 

27,007 

26,403 

26,40J 

Total NEWPORT 

27.007 

27.C07 

26,403 

26,403 

••RHODE ISLAND 

64,007 

54 , 007 

53,349 

53, 349 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Army 

FORT JACKSON 

Trainee Barracks 

28,000 

20,000 

27,944 

27.944 

Trainee Barracks Complex, Ph I 

46,000 

46,000 

42,615 

42.615 

Training Aids Center 

17,000 

17,000 

16,966 

16,966 

Total FORT JACKSON 

91 , CC0 

91,000 

87,525 

87,525 

Navy 

BEAUFORT 

AICUZ Land Acquisition 

21,190 

21, 190 

20,716 

20,716 

Aircraft Hangar 

46,550 

46,550 

45, 399 

45.399 

Physical Fitness Center 

15,430 

15,430 

15,005 

15,085 

Training and Simulator Facility 

46,240 

46,240 

40, 941 

40,941 

Total BEAUFORT 

129,410 

129,410 

122, 141 

122,141 

Air Force 

CHARLESTON AFB 

Civil Engineer Complex (TFT) - Phase 1 

15,000 

15,000 

13, 121 

13, 121 

Total CHARLESTON AFB 

15.000 

15,000 

13,121 

13,121 

••SOUTH CAROLINA 

235,410 

235,410 

222,787 

222 , 787 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Toroea 
Ineide the United States 

(S Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/lnstallatioB 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth For 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Army National Guard 

WATERTOWN 

Readiness Center 

25,000 

25,000 

24.950 

24 , 950 

Total WATERTOWN 

25,000 

25, 000 

24 , 9S0 

24,950 

** SOUTH DAKOTA 

25.000 

25,000 

24,950 

24, 9SG 


TENNESSEE 

Air National Guard 
NASHVILLE IAP 

TFI -Renovate Intel 

Squadron Facilities 

5,500 

5,500 

5.489 

5,409 

Total NASHVILLE 

IAP 

5,500 

S.S0O 

5,489 

5,489 

TENNESSEE 


5.500 

5,500 

5,489 

5,489 


TEXAS 





Army 





FORT BLISS 





Automated Multipurpose Machine Cun Range 

6,700 

6,700 

6,687 

6,687 

Company Operations Facilities 

18.S00 

18,500 

17,336 

17.336 

Digital Multipurpose Training Ranqe 

22,000 

22,000 

21, 9S6 

21,956 

Heavy Sniper Range 

3,500 

3,500 

3.493 

3,493 

Indoor Swimming Pool 

15,500 

15,500 

15,469 

15,469 

Light Demolition Range 

2,100 

2,100 



Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 

3,150 

3,150 



Scout/RECCE Gunnery Complex 

15,500 

15,500 

15,469 

15,469 

Squad Defense Range 

3,000 

3,000 

2,994 

2, 994 

TKAAD Battery Complex 

17,500 

17,500 

17,465 

17,465 

Transient Training Complex 

31,000 

31,000 

30,938 

30,938 

Urban Assault Course 

2.800 

2,800 

2.794 

2,794 

Vehicle Bridge Overpass 

0,700 

8,700 

6.6B3 

8,683 

Total PORT BLISS 

149,950 

149,950 

143,284 

143,284 

FORT HOOD, TEXAS 





Battalion Complex 

40,000 

40,000 

31,936 

31.936 

Brigade Complex 

J8.000 

39,000 

34,191 

34,191 

Company Operations Facilities 

4,300 

4,300 

4,291 

4,291 

Convoy Live Fire 

3,200 

3,200 

3,194 

3,194 

Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 

2,100 

2,100 

2.C96 

2.096 

Unmanned Aerial System (UAS) Hangat 

55,000 

55,000 

54,890 

54,890 

Urban Assault Course 

2,450 

2.450 

2,445 

2,445 

Total FORT HOOD, TEXAS 

145,050 

145,050 

133,043 

133,043 

FORT SAM HOUSTON. TEXAS 





Simulations Center 

16.000 

16,000 

15,968 

15,968 

Training Aids center 

6,200 

6,200 

6, 188 

6, 188 

Total FORT SAM HOUSTON. TEXAS 

22,200 

22,200 

22,156 

22,156 

* • Army 

317,200 

317.200 

298,483 

290,483 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TH 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation* 1 Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


State/Cowponent/lnatailetion 

Auth 

Amount. 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army National Guard 

CAMP MAXEY 

Combat Piatol/Military Pistol Qualification C 

2,500 

2,500 

2,495 

2,495 

Total CAMP MAXEY 

2,500 

2,500 

2,495 

2,495 

CAMP SWIFT 

Urban Assault Course 

2,600 

2 , 6C0 

2,595 

2 , S9S 

Total CAMP SWIFT 

2,600 

2,600 

2,595 

2,595 

* 'Array National Guard 

5,100 

S.100 

5,090 

5,090 

Army Reserve 

DALLAS 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

12,515 

12,575 

12,575 

12,575 

Total DALLAS 

12,575 

12.575 

12,575 

12,575 

RIO GRANDE 

Army Reserve Center /Land 

6,088 

6,088 

6,088 

6,008 

Total RIO GRANDE 

6.088 

6,088 

6,088 

6, 088 

SAN MARCOS 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

8,483 

8,483 

8.483 

8.483 

Total SAN MARCOS 

8,483 

8,483 

0,483 

0.483 

»*Army Reserve 

27,146 

27.146 

27, 146 

27.146 

Air Force 

DYESS AFB 

C- 1300 Add/Altor Flight Simulator Facility 

4,080 

4,080 

4,071 

4,071 

Total DYESS AF8 

4,080 

4 , 080 

4,071 

4,071 

LACKLAND AFB 

BMT satellite Claaaroom/Dining Fac No 2 

32,000 

32.000 

29,611 

29,611 

One-Company Fire Station 

S , 500 

5,500 

5,489 

5,489 

Recruit Dormitory, Phase 3 

67 , 98C 

67.98C 

65,529 

65,529 

Recruit/Family Inproceesing 4 Info Center 

21.800 

21,000 

21,639 

21,639 

Total LACKLAND AFB 

127, 2B0 

127,280 

122,268 

122,268 

* 'Air Force 

131,360 

131,360 

126, 339 

126, 339 

Air National Guard 

ELLINGTON FIELD 

TPI - Upgrade UAV Maintenance Hanger 

7,000 

7.000 

6, 986 

6, 986 

Total ELLINGTON FIELD 

7,000 

7,000 

6,986 

6,986 

Tricare Management Activity 

FORT BLISS 

Hospital Replacement Incr 2 


147.100 

71,956 

71,956 

Total FORT BLISS 


147. 10C 

71, 956 

71,956 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


y* 2011 Military Construction 

Total Obligation*! Authority as 

Knaated 


Active, Guard and Reserve Fore#* 




Inside 

the United Btatea 





(3 

Thousands) 


Data ab of 

Feb 201? 



Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

S ta t*/ Component/! n * ta! 1 at ion 


Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 







LACKLAND AF8 

Ambulatory Care Center Phase 2 


162,500 

162,500 

162,175 

162,175 

Total LACKLAND AFB 


162,500 

162, 50C 

162,175 

162,175 

“TriCare Management Activity 


162,500 

309,600 

234. 131 

234, 131 

» ‘TEXAS 


650,306 

797,406 

698, 175 

698 , 175 

UTAH 






Air Force 






HILL AFB 

F*22 T- 10 Engine Test Cell 


2, BOO 

2,800 



F' 35 ADAL Building 118 For Flight 

Simulator 3.600 

3,600 



F-3S ADAL Hangar 45W/AMU 


6,500 

6,500 



F-35A Modular Storage Magarine 


2,000 

2,000 



Total HILL AFB 


14,900 

14,900 



National Security Agency 






CAMP WILLIAMS 

CNCI Data Center Increment 2 



398,358 

397,561 

397,561 

Total CAMP WILLIAMS 



390,358 

397, 561 

397,561 

•‘UTAH 


14.900 

413.258 

397,561 

397.561 

VIRGINIA 






Army 






FORT A, P. HILL 

1200 Meter Range 


14.500 

14,500 

14,471 

14.471 

Indoor Pi ring Range 


5,200 

6.2C0 

6, 188 

6, 188 

Known Distance Range 


3,800 

3,800 

3,792 

3,792 

Light Demolition Range 


4.100 

4, 100 

3,593 

3.593 

MOUT Collective Training Fac 


65,000 

65,000 

64,870 

64,870 

Total FORT A.P. HILL 


93.600 

93,600 

92,914 

92.914 

PORT EU$TIS 

Warrior in Transition Complex; 


18,000 

18.000 

17,964 

17,964 

Total FORT EUSTIS 


18, 000 

18 , 0CC 

17, 964 

17,564 

FORT LEE 

Automated Qualification Training 

Range 

7,700 

7,700 

7,685 

7,685 

Company Operations Facility 


4,900 

4,900 

4,890 

4 ,890 

Training Aids center 


S.8C0 

5,800 

5,788 

5,708 

Total FORT LEE 


18,400 

18,400 

18,363 

18,363 

“Army 


130,000 

130,000 

129,241 

129,241 

Army Reserve 






FORT A.P. HILL 

Army Reserve Center 


15,469 

15,469 

15,469 

15,469 

Total FORT A.P. KILL 


15,469 

15,469 

15, 469 

IS, 469 


state - 25 


UNCLASSIFIED 



271 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Cooiponent/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ROANOKE 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

14,770 

14,770 

14.770 

14,770 

Total ROANOKE 

14,770 

14,770 

14,770 

14,770 

VIRGINIA BEACH 

Army Reserve Center 

10,973 

10,978 

10,978 

10,978 

Total VIRGINIA BEACH 

10,978 

10,978 

10, 978 

10, 978 

••Army Reserve 

41 .217 

41.217 

41,217 

41,217 

Navy 

NORFOLK 

Pier 1 upgrades to Berth U5NS Comfort 

10,035 

10,035 

9,810 

9,810 

Piers 9 & 10 upgrades for ddg iooo 

2,400 

2,400 

1, 396 

1,396 

Total NORFOLK 

12,435 

12,435 

11,206 

11,206 

PORTSMOUTH 

Ship Repair Pier Replacement (INC) 


100,000 

74,496 

74,496 

Total PORTSMOUTH 


100,000 

74,496 

74,496 

QUANT ICO 

Academic Facility Addition - SNCOA 

12,080 

12,080 

6, 836 

6.836 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

37,810 

37,010 

36,964 

36, 964 

Research Center Addition - MCU 

37,920 

37,920 

37,072 

37,072 

Student Officer Quarters - TBS 

5S.322 

55,322 

54,573 

54,573 

Total QUANT I CO 

143,632 

143,632 

135,445 

135,445 

•♦Navy 

156,067 

2S6. 067 

221,147 

221, 147 

Navy Reserve 

WILLIAMSBURG 

Navy Ordnance Cargo Logistics Training Comp 

21,304 

21,304 

21,304 

21,304 

Total WILLIAMSBURG 

21,304 

21,304 

21,304 

21,304 

Air Force 

LANGLEY AFB 

P-22 Add/Alter Hangar Bay LO/CR Facility - TF 

8,800 

8,800 

7,592 

7,592 

Total LANGLEY AFB 

e, 000 

8,800 

7,592 

7.S92 

Defense Logistics Agency 

CRANEY ISLAND 

Replace Fuel Pier 

58,000 

58,000 

44,428 

44,428 

Total CRANEY ISLAND 

58,000 

58,000 

44,423 

44,426 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

QUANT I CO 

New Consolidated Elemetary school 

47,355 

47,355 

47,260 

47,260 

Total QUANTICO 

47.355 

47.355 

47,260 

47, 260 


State - 20 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Cbligational Authority •» Enactsd 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inaido the United States 

(3 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Xnatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT BELVOIR 

Dental Clinic Replacement 

6, 3C0 

6,300 

3,476 

3,476 

Total FORT BEL VOIR 

6 , 3G0 

6, 3C0 

3,476 

3,476 

Washington Headquarters Services 

PENTAGON 

Pentagon Metro & Corridor S Screening Fac. 

6,473 

6,473 

6,460 

6,460 

Power Plant Modernization Phase 3 

Si. 928 

51. 928 

51,824 

51,324 

Secure Access Lane -Remote Vehicle Screening 

4.923 

4,923 

4,913 

4,913 

Total PENTAGON 

63,324 

63,324 

63, 197 

63,197 

“VIRGINIA 

532,367 

632,367 

578,862 

578,862 

WASHINGTON 

Army 

FORT LEWIS 

Barracks 

47,000 

47,000 

46,906 

46,906 

Barracks Complex 

40,000 

40,000 

38.230 

38,230 

Rappelling Training Area 

5,300 

5.300 

5,239 

5,289 

Regional Logistic Spt Complex Warehouse 

16,500 

16,500 

16.467 

16,467 

Regional Logistic Support Complex 

63,000 

63,000 

62.874 

62,874 

Total FORT LEWIS 

171,800 

171,800 

369,766 

169,766 

YAKIMA 

Sniper Field Fire Range 

3,750 

3,750 

3,742 

3.742 

Total YAKIMA 

3,750 

3.750 

3,742 

3,742 

“Army 

175.550 

175, SS0 

173,508 

173,508 

Army National Guard 

TACOMA 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop 

25 , 000 

25.000 

24.950 

24,950 

Total TACOMA 

25,000 

25,000 

24, 950 

24, 950 

Navy 

BANGOR 

CSOS-S Laboratory Expansion Phase 1 

16, 170 

16,170 

16,043 

16,043 

Limited Area Emergency Power 

IS. 810 

15,810 

11,275 

11,275 

Limited Area Product. & Storage Complex UNO 
Waterfront Restricted Area Emergency Power 

24,933 

19,116 

24.913 

20,027 

14,3)6 

20,027 

14,316 

Total BANGOR 

S6, 893 

76,009 

61,661 

61.661 

Navy Reserve 

YAKIMA 

Marine Corps Reserve Center 

13,816 

13,816 

13,816 

13,816 

Total YAKIMA 

13,816 

13.816 

33.816 

13,816 
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FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority *8 Enacted 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Consponenfc/lnstallatiem 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT LEWIS 

Preventive Medicine Facility 

8,400 

8,400 

8,383 

8,383 

Total FORT LEWIS 

8,400 

8,400 

8,383 

8,383 

♦•WASHINGTON 

279,659 

298,775 

282,318 

282,318 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Army National Guard 

MOORE FI ELD 

Readiness Center 

14,200 

14,200 

14,172 

14,172 

Total MQOREFIEU) 

14,200 

14,200 

14,172 

14,172 

MORGANTOWN 

Readiness Center 

21,000 

21,000 

20,958 

20,958 

Total MORGANTOWN 

21.000 

21,000 

20 , 9SS 

20,958 

‘♦Army National Guard 

15,200 

15,200 

35.130 

35, 130 

♦♦WEST VIRGINIA 

3S.2C0 

35,200 

35, 130 

35, 130 

WISCONSIN 

Army National Guard 

MADISON 

Aircraft Parking 

5.700 

5,700 

5.689 

5,689 

Total MADISON 

5,700 

5,700 

5.689 

5,609 

Army Reserve 

FORT MCCOY 

AT/MOB Billeting Complex Phase I 

9,780 

9,780 

9,780 

9,780 

NCO Academy Phase II 

9,980 

9.980 

9,980 

9,980 

Total FORT MCCOY 

19.760 

19,760 

19,760 

19,760 

♦•WISCONSIN 

25,460 

25.460 

25.449 

25,449 

WYOMING 

Army National Guard 

LARAMIE 

Field Maintenance Shop 

14,400 

14,400 

14,371 

14,371 

Total LARAMIE 

14,400 

14,400 

14, 371 

14,371 

Air Force 

CAMP GUERNSEY 

Nuclear/Space Security Tactics Training Cent* 

4,650 

4,650 

4,441 

4,441 

Total CAMP GUERNSEY 

4,650 

4,650 

4,441 

4,441 

♦♦WYOMING 

19,050 

19,050 

18,812 

18,812 
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FX 2011 Military Conatruction Total Obligation*! Authority »* Enacted 


Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 
<5 Thousands) 


Data 


State/Coaponent/Installation 
— Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn 

Amount Appn Amount Amount 


Totals 


Army 

FAMILY HOUSING 


Navy 

Air Force 
Defense-wide 


4,221,560 

{ 21 , 000 } 

2,922,348 

1.083,037 

1.373,312 


4,221,560 

{ 21 , 000 } 

3,071,464 

1,083.037 

2 , 185 , 89 1 


4,052,736 
{20, 958} 

2,860.657 

935,714 

2,051,673 


Inside the United States 
FAMILY HOUSING 


9,600,257 

{ 21 , 000 } 


10.561,952 

{21,000} 


9,900,780 

{20,958} 


State - 29 


2012 

TOA 

Amount 


4,052,736 
{20, 958} 

2,860,657 

935,714 

2, 051,673 

9, 900. 780 
{20, 958} 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active , Guard and Reserve Force* 

Specified Outside the United States 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Componant/lnatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

AFGHANISTAN 

Army 

BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

Army Aviation HQ Facilities 

19,000 

19. 000 

18,962 

18,962 

Barracks 

18,000 

18,000 

17,964 

17,964 

C-IED Task Force Compound 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,003 

C-XED Task Force Consolidated Laboratory 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

13,300 

Command & Control Facility 

13 , 600 

13,600 

13,600 

13,600 

Consolidated Community Support Area 

14,800 

14,800 

14,770 

14,770 

Dining Facility 

6.000 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

Eastside Electrical Distribution 

10,400 

10,400 

10.379 

10,379 

Eastaide Utilities infrastructure 

29,000 

29,000 

28,942 

28,942 

Entry Control Point 

7,500 

7,500 

7,485 

7,485 

Joint Defense Operations Center 

2,800 

2, BOO 

2,794 

2,794 

MP HQ 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

5, 500 

Replace Temporary Guard Towers 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

Role III Hospital 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

42, 000 

Task Force Freedom Compound 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 4 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 5 

29,000 

29,000 

29.000 

29,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 6 

29, 000 

29.000 

29,000 

29,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 7 

29, 000 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 8 

29,000 

29. COO 

29,000 

29,000 

Vet Clinic & Kennel 

2,603 

2,600 

2.600 

2,600 

Total BAGRAM AIR BASE. AFGHANISTAN 

371,500 

371,500 

371,296 

371,296 

DEI ARAM 

Entry Control Point & Access Roads 

4,400 

4,400 

4,400 

4,400 

Total DElARAM 

4.400 

4,400 

4,403 

4,400 

DWYER 

Dining Facility 

9,000 

9. COO 

9,000 

9,000 

Entry Control Point 

5,100 

5, 100 

5,100 

5, 100 

Rotary Wing Apron 

44 , 000 

44 , 000 

44,000 

44,000 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

16,000 

16.000 

16,000 

16,000 

Total DWYER 

74,100 

74,100 

74,100 

74,100 

FRONTENAC 

Waste Management Complex 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

Total FRONTENAC 

8,400 

8,400 

8,400 

8,400 

KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 

Command 6 Control Facility 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

North Area Utilities, Ph 2 

26.000 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

SO F Joint Operations Center 

9,200 

9,200 

9.200 

9,200 

Troop Housing, Ph 4 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 5 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

Total KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 

80,400 

80. 400 

30,400 

80,400 

MAY WAND 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

Total MAY WAND 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

IT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reaarva Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


St*te/CoB®>onent/lnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

SHANK 

Ammunition Supply Point 

23,000 

23,000 

23.00C 

23,000 

Electrical Utilities, Ph 2 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

Expand ECP 1 and BCP 2 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

Guard Towers 

5,200 

5,2 00 

5,200 

5,200 

Roads and Utilities, Ph 1 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

Rotary Wing Parking Apron, Paved 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

Wastewater Treatment Plant 

7,700 

7,700 

7,700 

7,700 

Total SHANK 

98,300 

98, 300 

98, 300 

98,300 

S KARAN A 

Bulk Materials Transfer Station 

12,400 

12,400 

12,400 

12.400 

Total SH ARANA 

12.400 

12,400 

12,400 

12,400 

Shindand 

Waste Management Complex 

6,100 

6,100 

6, 100 

6, 100 

Total Shxndand 

6.100 

6,100 

6, 100 

6.100 

TARIN KOWT 

Rotary wing Parking and Taxiway, Ph 2 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

5, 600 

5,600 

5,600 

5,600 

Total TARIN KOWT 

29,600 

29,600 

29,600 

29,600 

TOMBSTONE/BASTION 

Command and Control Headquarters 

13,600 

13,600 

13,600 

1 3 , 6QC 

Dining Facility 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

Paved Roads 

9,800 

9, 8C0 

9.0CO 

9,800 

Rotary wing Parking 

35,000 

35,000 

35,000 

.15,000 

Waste Management Complex Expansion 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

wastewater Treatment Facility 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Total TOMBSTONE/BASTION 

112,600 

112,600 

112,600 

112,600 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

Main Supply Route Gypsum, Ph 2 

SC. 000 

50, COO 

50,000 

50,000 

Route Gypsum, Ph 1 

50,000 

50,000 

50.000 

50,000 

Total VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

100,000 

100,000 

100,000 

loo, ooo 

WOLVERINE 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

13,000 

13.0C0 

13,000 

13,000 

Total WOLVERINE 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

♦♦Army 

917.800 

917,300 

917, 596 

917,596 

Air Force 

8AGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

Consolidated Rigging Facility 

9,900 

9, 900 

9,500 

9,500 

Fighter Hangar 

16,480 

16,480 

9,430 

9,430 

MEDEvac Ramp Expansion/Fire Station 

16,580 

16 , S8C 

10,830 

10,830 

Total BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

42,960 

42,960 

29,760 

29,760 

♦•AFGHANISTAN 

960,760 

960, 760 

947,356 

947.356 


State - 31 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outaide tha United States 

(? Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


Stata/CompOnant/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

Navy 

SW ASIA 

Navy Central Command Ammunition Magazines 

39,200 

39,280 

87,282 

87, 282 

Operations and Support Facilities 

60,002 

60.002 

58,659 

58,659 

Waterfront Development, Phase 3 

63,371 

63,071 

62,442 

62, 442 

Total SW ASIA 

213,153 

213,153 

208,383 

208,383 

Air Force 

SW ASIA 

North Apron Expansion 

45 , OCO 

45.000 

37,486 

37,486 

Total SW ASIA 

45,000 

45.000 

37,486 

37,486 

♦♦BAHRAIN ISLAND 

258,153 

258,153 

245,069 

245,869 

BELGIUM 

Army 

BRUSSELS 

NATO Headquarters Facility 

31.863 

31,863 

31,799 

31,799 

Total BRUSSELS 

31,063 

31,863 

31,799 

31,799 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 
BRUSSELS 

Replace SHAPE MS/HS 

67,311 

67,311 

67,176 

67,176 

Total BRUSSELS 

67,311 

67,311 

67,176 

67,176 

♦•BELGIUM 

99, 174 

99.174 

98 , 97S 

98,975 

GERMANY 

Army 

ANSBACH 

Physical Fitness Center 

13,800 

13,800 

13,772 

13,772 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

13,000 

13,000 

17,964 

17,964 

Total ANSBACH 

31,800 

31 .800 

31,736 

31,736 

GRAFENWOEHH 

Barracks 

17,500 

17,500 

17,465 

17,465 

Barracks 

19,000 

19,000 

16,962 

IB, 962 

Barracks 

20,000 

20,000 

19,960 

19,960 

Barracks 

19,000 

19,000 

10,962 

18,962 

Total GRAFENWOEHR 

75.500 

75,500 

75,349 

75, 349 

RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 

Barracks Complex 

35,000 

35,000 

34,930 

34,930 

Total RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 

35.CC0 

35,000 

34,930 

34, 930 

SEMBACH AB 

Confinement Facility 

9,300 

9.100 

9,082 

9,082 

Total SEMBACH AB 

9, 100 

9, 190 

9,082 

9,082 


State - 32 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obi igational Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stat*/Cos»ponent/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Wiesbaden Amy Airfield 

Command and Battle Center, Incr 2 


59,500 

59, 381 

59,331 

Construct mu ACP 

5,100 

5,100 

5,090 

5,090 

Information Processing Center 

30,400 

30,400 

30, 339 

30,339 

Sensitive Compartmented Information Fac 

91,000 

91,000 

90,818 

90,818 

TotaX Wiesbaden Army Airfield 

126,500 

186,000 

185,628 

185,628 

••Army 

277,900 

337,400 

336,725 

336,725 

♦•♦FAMILY BOOSING*** 

Army 

BAUMHGLDER 

Family Housing Replacement Construe (64 units) 

{34,329} 

{34,329} 

{34,260} 

{34,260} 

Total 8AUMHOLDER 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{34,329} 

{34,329} 

{34,260} 

{34,260} 

Air Force 

KAPAUN 

Dormitory (12B RM) 

19,600 

19,600 

17,945 

17, 945 

Total KAPAUN 

19,600 

19,600 

17,945 

17,945 

RAMSTEIN AB 

Construct C-130J Flight Simulator Facility 

9.800 

8,800 

7,954 

7,954 

Deicing Fluid Storage & Dispensing Fac 

2,754 

2,754 

2,671 

2,671 

UAS SATCOM Relay Pads & Facility 

10. 800 

10,800 

10,476 

10,476 

Total RAMSTErN AB 

22,354 

22,354 

21.101 

21,101 

VILSECX 

Air Support Operations Squadron (ASOS) Comple 

12,900 

12,900 

12,354 

12, 354 

Total VILSECK 

12,900 

12,900 

12,354 

12,354 

••Air Force 

54,854 

54,854 

51,400 

51,400 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

PANZER XASERNE 

Replace Boebl ingen HS 

48,968 

48,968 

49,870 

48,870 

Total PANZER KASERNE 

48,968 

48, 968 

40,870 

48,870 

TriCare Management Activity 

KATTERBACH 

Health/Dental Clinic Replacement 

37,100 

37,100 

37,026 

37,026 

Total KATTERBACH 

37.100 

37, 100 

37.026 

37,026 

VILSECK 

Health Clinic Add/Alt 

34,000 

34,800 

34.730 

34,730 

Total VILSECK 

34,800 

34,800 

34,730 

34,730 

♦•TriCare Management Activity 

71,900 

71,900 

71,756 

71,756 

••GERMANY 

453,622 

513,122 

S08.751 

508,751 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{34,329} 

{34,329} 

{34,260} 

{34,260} 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority a» Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Cowponant/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth foe 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

GUAM 

Army National Guard 

BARRIGADA 

Combined Support Maint Shop Phi 

19,000 

19.000 

18,962 

18,962 

Total BARRIGADA 

19,000 

19,000 

18.962 

18,962 

Air Force 

ANDERSEN AFB 

Guam strike Ops Group a Tanker Task Force Ren 

9, 100 

9,100 

9 , 032 

9,082 

Guam Strike South Ramp Utilities, Phase 1 (TF 

12,200 

12,200 

12,175 

12.175 

PRTC - Combat Communications Operations Facil 

9,200 

9,200 

a, sol 

8, SOI 

PRTC - Red Horse Headquarters/Engineering Fac 

8,000 

8, 000 

7.361 

7,361 

PRTC- Commando Warrior Open Bay Student Barra 

11,800 

11,800 

9,151 

9, 151 

Total ANDERSEN AFB 

50.300 

50,300 

46,270 

46,270 

“GUAM 

69,300 

69,300 

65,232 

65,232 

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 

** ‘FAMILY HOUSING*** 

Navy 

GUANTANAMO BAY 

RE PL GTMO HOUSING 

{37,169} 

{37,169} 

{37,095} 

{37,095} 

Total GUANTANAMO BAY 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{37,169} 

{37.169} 

{31,095} 

{37,096} 

«* GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{37. 169} 

{37,169} 

{37,0951 

(37.095) 

HONDURAS 

Army 

SOTO CANO AB 

Barracks 

20,400 

20,400 

15,500 

15,500 

Total SOTO CANO AB 

20.400 

20,400 

15,500 

15,500 

** HONDURAS 

20,400 

20,400 

15,500 

15,500 

ITALY 

Army 

VICSNZA 

Bde Complex - Barracks/Community, Incr 4 


26,000 

25, 948 

25,948 

Bde Complex * Operations Spt Fac. Incr 4 


25,000 

24,950 

24,950 

Total VICENZA 


51,000 

50,893 

50, 898 

Air Force 

AVIANO AB 

Air Support Operations Squadron (ASCS3 Facili 

10.20C 

10,200 

10, 180 

10. 180 

Dormitory {144 RM) 

19, 00C 

19,000 

16,257 

16,257 

Total AVIANO AB 

29.200 

29, 200 

26,437 

26,437 

* * ITALY 

29.200 

80,200 

77, 335 

77,335 


State * 34 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Activa, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

(9 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


StatWCoapotwmt/Xnat*llati.on 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

JAPAN 

Navy 

ATSUGI 

mh> 60R/S Trainer Facility 

6,908 

6,908 

6,753 

6, 753 

Total ATSUGI 

6,908 

6,908 

6,753 

6,753 

Defense Logistics Agency 

KADENA AB 

install Fuel Filters-Separators 

3, COO 

3,000 

1,500 

1,500 

Total KADENA AB 

3,000 

3,000 

1,500 

1,500 

MISAWA AB 

Hydrant Fuel System 

31,000 

31,000 

30,938 

30,938 

Total MISAWA AB 

31,000 

31,000 

30,938 

30,938 

•♦Defense Logistics Agency 

34,000 

34,000 

32,438 

32,438 

•♦JAPAN 

40,908 

40,903 

39,191 

39,191 

KOREA 

Army 

CAMP WALKER 

Electrical Sys Upgrade & Natural Gas Sys 

19,500 

19,500 

18,215 

18,215 

Total CAMP WALKER 

19,500 

19,500 

18,215 

18,215 

Air Force 

KUNSAN AB 

Construct DMT Flight Simulator Facility 

7,500 

7,500 

7,481 

7,481 

Total KUNSAN AB 

7 , 500 

7,500 

7,481 

7,481 

TriCsre Management Activity 

CAMP CARROLL 

Health/Dental Clinic Replacement 

19,500 

19,500 

19,461 

19,461 

Total CAMP CARROLL 

19,500 

19,500 

19,461 

19,461 

♦•KOREA 

46,500 

46,500 

45,157 

4S.157 

MARIANA ISLANDS 

Navy 

GUAM 

Apra Harbor wharves Imp. (INC) 

Defense Access Road Improvements 

66,730 

40,000 

66,730 

39,105 

65.236 

39, 105 
65,236 

Total GUAM 

66,730 

106,730 

104,341 

104,341 

••MARIANA ISLANDS 

66,730 

106,730 

104,341 

104,341 


State - 3S 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority *• Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United State* 

<9 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

QATAR 

Air Force 

AL UDEID, QATAR 

Blatchford- Preston Complex phase 3 

Construct Tactical Ramp/Vehicle Maint Fac 

62,300 

63,000 

62,300 

63,000 

37.000 

63.000 

37.000 

63.000 

Total AL UDEID, QATAR 

125,300 

125.300 

109,000 

100,000 

National Security Agency 

AL UDEID, QATAR 

Qatar Warehouse 

1.961 

1,961 

1,957 

1,957 

Total AL UDEID. QATAR 

1,961 

1,961 

1,957 

i , 957 

• ‘QATAR 

127,261 

127,261 

101,957 

101, 957 

OMAN 

Air Force 

AL MUSANNAM AD 

Airlift Ramp and Fuel Facilities 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

Total AL MUSANNAH AB 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

69.00C 

“OMAN 

69.000 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

PUERTO RICO 

Army National Guard 

CAMP SANTIAGO 

Live Fire Shoot House 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

3,100 

9.200 

3,100 

9,200 

3,094 

9,182 

3,094 

9, 182 

Total CAMP SANTIAGO 

12,300 

12,300 

12.276 

12,276 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

FORT BUCHANAN 

Antilles ES/I5 - Replace School 

58,708 

58,708 

58,591 

58.591 

Total FORT BUCHANAN 

58,708 

58,708 

58,591 

58,591 

“PUERTO RICO 

71,008 

71,008 

7C.867 

70,867 

SPAIN 

Navy 

ROTA 

Air Traffic Control Tower 

23,190 

23,190 

22,672 

22,672 

Total ROTA 

23,190 

23,190 

22,672 

22,672 

“SPAIN 

23,190 

23,190 

22,672 

22,672 

UNITED KINGDOM 

Air Force 

RAF MILDENHALL 

Extend Taxiway Alpha 

15,000 

15,000 

14,596 

14,596 

Total RAF MILDENHALL 

15,000 

15,000 

14,596 

14,596 


State - 36 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enaotad 

Activa, Guard and Raaanra Forcaa 
Spacifiad Outsido tha Unitad Statas 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


8tat*/Conq?on*nt/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency 

RAF MILDENHALL 

Rpl Hydrant Fuel Distribution System 

15,900 

15,903 

15,868 

15,868 

Total RAF MILDENHALL 

15, 900 

15,900 

15,869 

15,868 

National Security Agency 

MENWITH HILL STATION 

MHS PSC Construction * Generators 10 s, 11 

2,000 

2,000 

1,996 

1,996 

Total MENWITH HILL STATION 

2,000 

2,000 

1.996 

1.996 

••UNITED KINGDOM 

32,900 

32,900 

32,460 

32,460 

VIRGIN ISLANDS 

Army National Guard 

ST. CROIX 

Readiness Center (JFHQ) 

25,000 

25,000 

24,950 

24.950 

Total ST. CROIX 

25,000 

25,000 

24,950 

24,950 

••VIRGIN ISLANDS 

25.CC0 

25. COO 

24,950 

24,950 

DJIBOUTI 

Navy 

CAMP LEMONIER. DJIBOUTI 

General Warehouse 

1.324 

7,324 

7,161 

7,161 

Pave External Roads 

3,824 

3,824 

3,739 

3,739 

Total CAMP LEMONIER, DJIBOUTI 

11,14 8 

11,148 

10,900 

10, 900 

♦•DJIBOUTI 

11,148 

11.148 

10, 900 

10,900 


State - 37 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

ST 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Enacted 

Active , Guard and Rsaarva forces 
Spacif iad Outside the On it ad states 

($ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


S tate/Coaponent /Xna tal lation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

rroj.ct 





Totals 

Army 

1,291,900 

1.402,400 

1.395,122 

1,395,122 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{34,329} 

{34.329} 

{34,260} 

{34,260} 

Navy 

321.129 

361.129 

353,049 

353, 049 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{37.169} 

{37,169} 

{37,095} 

{37,095} 

Air Force 

439.114 

439,114 

382,430 

382,430 

Defense-Wide 

3S2.111 

352,111 

349,912 

349,912 

Specified Outside the United States 

2,404,254 

2,554,754 

2,480,513 

2,480,513 

FAMILY HOUSING 

{■>1,498} 

{71,498} 

{71.355) 

{71,355} 


State - 38 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority *a Enacted 
Active, Guard and Rasarv* Force* 


Unspecified Worldwide 
{$ Thousand*) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

S tat e/CoB^ponen t / Xn • t* 1 la t ton 

Aufch 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 

Classified Project 

National Security Agency 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

Total Classified Project 

41,900 

4 1 , 900 

41, 900 

41,900 

* ‘WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

41.900 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

Energy Conservation Investment Program 

Army 

Defense Commissary Agency 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

Air Force 

Navy 

48,016 

662 

80 

33,845 

29,472 

48, 016 

662 

80 

33, B45 
29,472 

47,920 

662 

80 

33,645 

29,472 

47, 920 
662 

80 

33,845 

29,472 

Total Energy Conservation Investment Progra 

112,075 

112,075 

111, 979 

111,979 

DGD IG Transfer 

Army 


7,000 

7, 0C0 

7,000 

Total DQD IG Transfer 


7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

Foreign Currency Flucutation Account 

Army 



44,759 

44,759 

Total Foreign Currency Flucutation Account 



44,759 

44,759 

ECIP Construction 

Defense Logistics Agency 

5 , 264 

5.264 

5,253 

5,253 

Total ECIP Construction 

5,264 

5.264 

5,253 

5,253 

Foreign Currency 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Army 



3,788 

800 

3,788 

800 

Total Foreign Currency 



4,588 

4,588 

USA- 121: FORT GILLEM, GA 

Army 

29.049 

29,049 

29.049 

29,049 

Total USA-121: FORT GILLEM, GA 

29.049 

29, 049 

29, 049 

29,049 

USA-222: FORT MCPHERSON, GA 

Army 

98,349 

98,349 

98, 349 

98,349 

Total USA- 222: FORT MCPHERSON, GA 

98. 349 

98, 349 

90, 34 9 

98,349 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

Army 

Air Force 

24,625 

31,292 

24,625 

31.282 

24,625 

31,282 

24,625 

31,282 

Total PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

55,907 

55,907 

55,907 

55,907 

USA- 223. FORT MONMOUTH, NJ 

Army 

126,043 

126,043 

126,043 

126,043 

Total USA- 22 3 i FORT MONMOUTH, NJ 

126,043 

126,043 

126,043 

126, 043 


State - 39 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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ON CLASSIFIED 

T¥ 2011 Military Con*truction Total Obligational Authority as Enacted 

Active. Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

<$ Thousands J Data as of Feb 2012 


State/CotBponant/Xnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

?OA 

Amount 






USA -224: FORT HOOD. TX 

Army 

3,361 

3,361 

3,361 

3,361 

Total USA-224; FORT HOOD. TX 

3,361 

3,361 

3,361 

3,361 

USA-36; RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

Army 

6,441 

6,441 

6,441 

6,441 

Total USA -36: RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

6,441 

6,441 

6,441 

6.441 

USA- 113; FORT MONROE, VA 

Army 

Navy 

31,999 

45 

31,999 

45 

31. 999 

45 

31,999 

45 

Total USA- 113: FORT MONROE, VA 

32,044 

32,044 

32,044 

32, 044 

USA- 243: MANEUVER TRAINING 

Army 

101,927 

101,927 

101,927 

101,927 

Total USA- 243: MANEUVER TRAINING 

101,927 

101,927 

101, 927 

101, 927 

USA-233: RC TRANSFORMATION IN AL 

Army 

3.927 

3,927 

3,927 

3,927 

Total USA-233; RC TRANSFORMATION IN AL 

3,927 

3,927 

3,927 

3,927 

USA- 247: RC TRANSFORMATION IN AZ 

Army 

2,637 

2,637 

2,637 

2,637 

Total USA-247; RC TRANSFORMATION IN AZ 

2,637 

2,637 

2,6J7 

2,637 

USA -228; RC TRANSFORMATION IN AR 

Army 

4, 191 

4,191 

4.191 

4,191 

Total USA-228: RC TRANSFORMATION IN AR 

4,191 

4,191 

4,191 

4,191 

USA-236: RC TRANSFORMATION IN CT 

Army 

8,229 

8,229 

8, 229 

8,229 

Total USA- 236; RC TRANSFORMATION IN CT 

8,229 

8,229 

8,229 

8,229 

USA -164: RC TRANSFORMATION IN DE 

Army 

1,4 70 

1,470 

1.47C 

1,470 

Total USA- 164: RC TRANSFORMATION IN DE 

1.47C 

1.470 

1,470 

1.470 

USA- 143' RC TRANSFORMATION IN GA 

Army 

1,437 

1,437 

1,437 

1,437 

Total USA- 143: RC TRANSFORMATION IN GA 

1.437 

1,437 

1,437 

1,437 

USA- 114; RC TRANSFORMATION IN HI 

Army 

2,390 

2,390 

2,390 

2,390 

Total USA- 114: RC TRANSFORMATION IN HI 

2,390 

2,390 

2,390 

2, 390 

USA-24S; RC TRANSFORMATION IN IL 

Army 

258 

258 

258 

258 

Total USA- 24b: RC TRANSFORMATION IN IL 

258 

258 

258 

258 


State - 40 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Raaarva Foroaa 
Unapacif iad Worldvida 

<3 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


stata/Cofsponanfc/Inatallation 



Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 








USA-246: RC T RANS FORMAT I ON IN IN 

Army 



1,608 

1,608 

1,608 

1,608 

Total USA -24 6 s RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

IN 

1,608 

1,608 

1,608 

1.608 

USA-244: RC TRANSFORMATION IN IA 



1,479 

1,479 

1,479 

1,479 

Total USA- 244: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

IA 

1,479 

1,479 

1.473 

1.479 

USA- 178: RC TRANSFORMATION IN LA 

Army 



1,234 

1,234 

1,234 

1,234 

Total USA-178: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

LA 

1,234 

1,234 

1,234 

1,234 

USA -202: RC TRANSFORMATION IN MA 

Army 



461 

461 

461 

461 

Total USA-202: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

MA 

461 

461 

461 

461 

USA- 235: RC TRANSFORMATION IN Ml 

Army 



132 

132 

132 

132 

Total USA 235: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

MI 

132 

132 

132 

132 

USA-260! RC TRANSFORMATION IN MT 

Army 



944 

944 

944 

944 

Total USA- 250; RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

MT 

94 4 

944 

944 

944 

USA- 251: RC TRANSFORMATION IN MT 

Army 



1,922 

1,922 

1, 922 

1,922 

Total USA-231: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

MT 

1,922 

1,922 

1,922 

1,922 

USA-241: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NE 

Army 



834 

8 34 

834 

834 

Total USA-241; RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

NE 

834 

834 

834 

834 

USA-219: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NH 

Army 



1,038 

1,038 

1,038 

1,038 

Total USA-219: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

NH 

1,038 

1,038 

1.038 

1,038 

USA- 76: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NJ 

Army 



1.637 

2.637 

1,637 

1,637 

Total USA- 76: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NU 

1.637 

1,637 

1,637 

1,637 

USA- 242: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 

Army 



761 

761 

761 

761 

Total USA -24 2: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

NY 

761 

761 

761 

761 

USA- 171: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NC 

Army 



190 

130 

190 

190 

Total USA- 171: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

NC 

190 

190 

19C 

190 


State - 41 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

<8 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Componant/Inatallation 



Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

Pr ject Name 







USA- 210: RC TRANSFORMATION IN ND 

Army 



154 

154 

154 

154 

Total USA- 2 10: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

ND 

154 

154 

154 

154 

USA- 2 4 8: RC TRANSFORMATION IN OH 

Army 



3,742 

1,742 

3,742 

3, 742 

Total USA-248: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

OH 

3,742 

3,742 

3,742 

3, 742 

USA- 229 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN OK 

Army 



2,854 

2,854 

2, 854 

2.854 

Total USA -22 9 » RC TRANSFORMATION IN OK 

2,854 

2,854 

2,854 

2 , 654 

USA- 184: RC TRANSFORMATION IN OR 

Army 



4 , 634 

4,634 

4,634 

4,634 

Total USA-104: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

OR 

4,634 

4 ,634 

4,634 

4,634 

USA- 253: RC TRANSFORMATION IN PA 

Army 



6,823 

6,823 

6,823 

6,823 

Total USA- 253: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

PA 

6.823 

6,823 

6,823 

6,823 

USA-234: RC TRANSFORMATION IN PR 

Army 



11,566 

11.566 

11,566 

11,566 

Total USA-234: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

PR 

11,566 

11,566 

11,566 

11,566 

USA- 158: RC TRANSFORMATION IN RI 

Army 



1,010 

1,010 

1,010 

1,010 

Total USA- 158: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

Rl 

1,010 

1,010 

1,010 

1.010 

USA -2 36: RC TRANSFORMATION IN TN 

Army 



1,041 

1,041 

1, 041 

1,041 

Total USA- 238: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

TN 

1,041 

1,041 

1,041 

1,041 

USA-225: RC TRANSFORMATION IN TX 

Army 



6 , 583 

6.583 

6,583 

6,583 

Total USA -22 5: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

TX 

6,583 

6,583 

6,583 

6, 583 

USA-239: RC TRANSFORMATION IN VT 

Army 



1,577 

1 , 577 

1,577 

1,577 

Total USA- 239: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

VT 

1,577 

1,577 

1, 577 

1,577 

USA-232: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WA 

Army 



1,54 0 

1.540 

1,54 0 

1,540 

Total USA- 232: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

WA 

1,540 

1.540 

1,54 0 

1,540 

USA-231; RC TRANSFORMATION IN WV 

Army 



2.094 

2,094 

2.094 

2,094 

Total USA -231: RC TRANSFORMATION 

IN 

WV 

2, 094 

2,094 

2,094 

2,094 


State - 42 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

T1 2011 Military Conatruction Total Obligation*! Authority aa Enactad 

Activa, Guard and Raaarva Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{4 Thousands) Data as of Peb 2012 


Stata/Coag>onant/Inatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






USA- 2 00: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WI 

Army 

496 

496 

496 

496 

Total USA- 200: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WI 

496 

496 

496 

496 

USA- 193: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WY 

Army 

2. 703 

2,703 

2,703 

2,703 

Total USA- 193: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WY 

2,703 

2,703 

2,703 

2,703 

USA-40: ARMY MODULAR TRANSFORMATION 

Army 

3.614 

3 , 614 

3,614 

3,614 

Total USA- 40: ARMY MCDUIAR TRANSFORMATION 

3,614 

3,614 

3,614 

3,614 

USA- 40: 7TH SFG TO SGLZN AFB 

Air Force 

2,740 

2,740 

2,740 

2,740 

Total USA- 40: 7TH SFG TO EGLIN AFB 

2,740 

2,740 

2,740 

2,740 

L’SA-63: U.S, ARMY GARRISON JSEL FRIDGE) 

Army 

1 , 182 

1,182 

1.192 

1, 182 

Total USA-63: U.S. ARMY GARRISON (SELFRIDGE 

1,182 

1 . 182 

1.182 

1,182 

U5A-167: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - NE 

Army 

927 

927 

927 

927 

Total USA- 167- USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - N 

927 

927 

927 

927 

USA- 166: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - NW 

Army 

13,740 

13,740 

13,740 

13,740 

Total USA- 166: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - N 

13.740 

13.740 

33,740 

13,740 

USA- 131: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL -SE 

Army 

295 

295 

295 

295 

Total USA- 131. USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL -SE 

295 

295 

295 

295 

DON-165; MCL8 BARSTOH, CA 

Army 

Navy 

1.286 

11,517 

1.286 

11,517 

1,286 

11,517 

1,286 

11,617 

Total DON- 165: MCLB BARSTOW, CA 

12,803 

12,803 

12, 803 

12,803 

DON- 172: NWS SEAL BEACH. CONCORD, CA 

Navy 

7,638 

7,630 

7,638 

7,638 

Total DON- 172: NWS SEAL BEACH. CONCORD, CA 

7,638 

7,638 

7,638 

7,638 

DON- 68: NAS ATLANTA, GA 

Navy 

69 

69 

69 

69 

Total DON -68: NAS ATLANTA. GA 

69 

69 

69 

69 

DON- 126: NSCS, ATHENS. GA 

Navy 

1,191 

1,191 

1. 191 

1,191 

Total CON- 126: NSCS. ATHENS, GA 

1,191 

1,191 

1,191 

1, 191 


State - 43 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


r?t 2011 Military Construction Tots! Obligations! 

Authority a* 

Enacted. 


Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 
($ Thousands) 

Data as of 

Feb 2012 

State/Component/Znatallation 


Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

P j c me 






DON- 150: NSA NEW ORLEANS, LA 

Navy 


4,055 

4,055 

4, OSS 

4,055 

Total D0N-1S8: NSA NEW ORLEANS, LA 


4,055 

4,055 

4,055 

4, OSS 

DON- 138: NAS BRUNSWICK, ME 

Navy 


17, 188 

17.188 

17,188 

17,188 

Total DON- 138: NAS BRUNSWICK, ME 


17,198 

17,188 

17,188 

17, 169 

DON- 157: MCSA KANSAS CITY, MO 

Navy 


126 

126 

126 

126 

Total DON- 157; MCSA KANSAS CITY, MO 


126 

126 

126 

126 

DON- 2: NS PASCAGOULA, MS 

Navy 


625 

625 

625 

625 

Total DON- 2: NS PASCAGOULA, MS 


625 

625 

625 

625 

0ON-S4: JRB WILLOW GROVE & CAMBRIA REG AP 

Navy 

Air Force 


13,383 

555 

13,383 

555 

13,383 

555 

13, 383 
555 

Total DON- 84: JRB WILLOW GROVE A CAMBRIA 

RE 

13.933 

13,938 

13,938 

13,938 

DON-160: NS NEWPORT, RI 

Navy 


7 

7 

7 

7 

Total DON- 168: NS NEWPORT, RI 


7 

7 

7 

7 

DON- 32: NAS INGLESIDE, NAS CORPUS CHRIST1 

Navy 


9.098 

9,098 

9,098 

9, 098 

Total DON-32: NAS INGLESIDE , NAS CORPUS CHR 

9,098 

9, 098 

9,098 

9,098 

USAF-89: KULIS AGS. AK 

Air Force 


886 

886 

886 

836 

Total USAF-89: KULIS AGS, AK 


886 

886 

886 

886 

USAF-81: BEALE AFB, CA 

Air Force 


14 

14 

14 

14 

Total USAF-81: BEALE AFB. CA 


14 

14 

14 

14 

USAF- 11: ONIZUKA AFS, CA 

Air Force 


457 

4S7 

457 

457 

Total USAF-11: ONIZUKA AFS, CA 


457 

457 

457 

457 

USAF-120; ROBINS AFB, GA 

Air Force 


447 

447 

447 

447 

Total USAF-120: ROBINS AFB, GA 


447 

447 

447 

447 

USAF” 111: CAPITAL AGS, SPRINGFIELD, IL 

Air Force 


1,693 

1,633 

1,693 

1,693 

Total USAF- 1 11 : CAPITAL AGS. 5PRINCFIELD, 

I 

1,693 

1,693 

1.693 

1,693 


State - 44 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority ** Enacted 

Active, Guard and Re*erve Force* 

Unspecified Worldwide 

<$ Thousand*) Data as of Feb 2012 

Aufch Auth for Appn TOA 


3 tate/Ccmponent/Inatallation 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 






USAF-S5 : NAS NEW ORLEANS ARS, LA 

Air Force 

06 

86 

86 

86 

Total USAF-S5: NAS NEW ORLEANS ARS, LA 

06 

86 

86 

e$ 

USAF-63: ANDREWS APB, MD 

Air Force 

507 

507 

507 

507 

Total USAF-63: ANDREWS AFB, MD 

607 

507 

507 

507 

USAF-129: MARTIN STATE APT AGS, MD 

Air Force 

6 

6 

6 

6 

Total USAF-129: MARTIN STATE APT AGS, MD 

6 

6 

6 

6 

USAF-44; OTIS ANGB, MA 

Air Force 

611 

611 

611 

611 

Total USAF-44: OTIS ANGB, MA 

611 

611 

611 

611 

USAF-49: W. K. KELLOGG AGS 

Air Force 

560 

568 

568 

568 

Total USAF-49: W. K. KELLOGG AGS 

568 

568 

568 

566 

USAF-77: KEY FIELD AGS, MS 

Air Force 

49 

49 

49 

49 

Total USAF-77: KEY FIELD AGS, MS 

49 

49 

49 

49 

USAF-U4: CANNON AFB, NM 

Air Force 

62 

€2 

62 

62 

Total USAF-114: CANNON AFB, NM 

62 

62 

62 

62 

USAF-121: NIAGARA FALLS ARS. NY 

Air Force 

76 

76 

76 

76 

Total USAF-121: NIAGARA FALLS ARS, NY 

76 

76 

76 

76 

USAF-122: POPE AFB, NC 

Air Force 

250 

250 

2S0 

250 

Total USAF-122: POPE AFB, NC 

250 

250 

250 

250 

USAF-U7: GRAND FORKS AFB, ND 

Air Force 

1,300 

1,300 

1,300 

1, 30C 

Total USAF-U7: GRAND FORKS AFB. ND 

1,300 

1,300 

1,300 

1.300 

USAF-47; SPRINGFIELD-BECKLEY MPT AGS, OH 

Air Force 

840 

840 

840 

840 

Total USAF-47: SPRINGFIELD BECKLEY MPT AGS, 

, 840 

B40 

840 

840 

USAF-79- PORTLAND IftP AGS, OR 

Air Force 

154 

’.54 

154 

154 

Total USAF-79; PORTLAND IAP AGS, OR 

154 

154 

1S4 

154 


State - 45 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

r* 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 


Active, Guard and Reserve Force* 
Unspecified Worldwide 
{$ Thousands) 


Data as of Feb 2012 


State /Component /Installation 
Project Name- 


Ruth 

Amount 


Ruth for 
Appn Amount 


Appn 

Amount 


TOR 

Amount 


USAF-60 : NASHVILLE JAP AGS, TN 
Air Force 


Total USAF-60; NASHVILLE IAP AGS. TN 

USAF-SOj ELLINGTON FIELD AGS, TX 

Air Force 

Total USAF-50; ELLINGTON FIELD AGS. TX 

USAF-113: HILL AFB, UT 
Air Force 

Total USAF-113; HILL AFB, UT 

USAF-112: RICHMOND AGS SANDSTON, VA 
Air Force 

Total USAF-112; RICHMOND AGS SANDSTON, VA 

USAF-84; FAIRCHILD AFB, WA 
Air Force 

Total USAF-84: FAIRCHILD AFB, HA 

USAP-13D; GENERAL MITCHELL ARS, Wt 
Air Force 

Total USAF-130; GENERAL MITCHELL ASS. WI 

Ej.T-64: COMBAT SERVICE SUPPORT CENTER 
Army 

Total EAT-64: COMBAT SERVICE SUPPORT CENTER 

EAT-53: JOINT CTR FOR CONS TRANS MGMT TRNG 
Army 

Total E&T-53: JOINT CTR FOR CONS TRANS MGMT 

E&T-16: JNT CTR OF EXCEL FOR CULINARY TRNQ 
Army 
Navy 

Total EST-16: JNT CTR OF EXCEL FOR CULINARY 

E&T-52: J5P INITIAL FLIGHT TRAINING SITE 
Navy 

Air Force 

Total E&T-52: JSF INITIAL FLIGHT TRAINING S 

E4T-61: NET FIRES CENTER 
Army 

Total E&T-61: NET FIRES CENTER 

ES.T-29: PRIME POWER SCHOOL 
Army 

Total E6T-29; PRIME POWER SCHOOL 


100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

321 

321 

321 

321 

321 

321 

321 

321 

572 

572 

572 

572 

572 

572 

572 

572 

137 

1 37 

137 

137 

137 

137 

137 

137 

607 

607 

607 

607 

607 

607 

607 

607 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

53,335 

53,335 

53,335 

53, 33S 

53,335 

53,335 

53,335 

53, 335 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

24 

163 

183 

183 

183 

19 

19 

19 

19 

202 

202 

202 

202 

370 

370 

370 

370 

300 

300 

300 

300 

670 

67 0 

670 

670 

2,995 

2,995 

2,995 

2, 995 

2, 995 

2,995 

2,995 

2, 995 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 

1,250 


State - 46 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Con* traction Total Obligatlonal Authority •« Bnactod 

Active, Guard and Reaarv* Fores* 

Unspecif i*d Worldwide 

(5 Thousands) Oats as of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

State /Component /Installation 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 






H&SA-132: MISC AF/NG HQS LEASED LOCATIONS 





Army 

SOS 

805 

805 

805 

Air Force 

1,746 

1.746 

1.746 

1,746 

Total H&SA-132 : MISC AF/NG HQS LEASED LOCAT 

2,551 

2,551 

2,551 

2,551 

H6SA-99: DEFENSE/MI LDEP ADJUDICATION ACT 





Army 

7,343 

7,3«3 

7, 343 

7,343 

Navy 

1.161 

1,161 

1, 161 

1,161 

Air Force 

050 

850 

85Q 

850 

Defense intelligence Agency 

37 

37 

37 

37 

Defense Security Service 

5,661 

5,661 

5.661 

5,661 

Total H&SA-99: DEFENSE/MI LDEP ADJUDICATION 

15,052 

15,052 

15.C52 

15,052 

H6SA-108: MILDEP INVEST AGENCIES & CIS/DSS 





Army 

1,910 

1,910 

1,910 

1,910 

Navy 

10,976 

10,976 

10, 976 

10,976 

Air Force 

2,675 

2,675 

2.675 

2.675 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

21.311 

21,311 

21,311 

21,311 

Defense Security Service 

6.819 

6,919 

6,819 

6.819 

Total HfcSA- 108 : MILDEP INVEST AGENCIES k Cl 

43,691 

43,691 

43,691 

43,691 

HS.SA* 69 : MISC ARMY LEASED LOCATIONS 





Army 

77, 304 

77,304 

77, 384 

77, 384 

Total HS.SA-69: MISC ARMY LEASED LOCATIONS 

77,384 

77,384 

77,384 

77,384 

HS.SA- S3 : MISC DOD/DEP AGS/ FOA LEASED LOCS 





Army 

2.638 

2,638 

2,638 

2,633 

Defense Contract Management Agency 

1,837 

1,837 

1,837 

1,837 

Washington Headquarters Services 

168,123 

168,123 

168, 123 

168,123 

Total H&SA-53: MISC DOD/DEF AGS/FQA LEASED 

172,598 

172,598 

172,598 

172,598 

H&SA-47 ! MISSILE AND SPACE DEF AGENCIES 





Missile Defense Agency 

8,679 

8,679 

8,679 

8,679 

Total H6SA-47; MISSILE AND SPACE DEF AGENCI 

8,679 

8,679 

8,679 

8.679 

HS.5A- 55 : ARMY TEST k EVALUATION CMND KQS 





Army 

28,828 

28.828 

28,828 

29,828 

Total H&SA-65 : ARMY TEST & EVALUATION CMND 

28,828 

28,828 

28, 828 

28,828 

H6SA-109: COMMISSARY AGENCY CONSOLIDATION 





Defense Commissary Agency 

53 

53 

S3 

53 

Total HSSA-109: COMMISSARY AGENCY CONSOLIDA 

S3 

53 

53 

53 

H&SA-4S: CONS DISA/EST JNT C4ISR D&A 





Defense Information Systems Agency 

42, 914 

42,914 

42,914 

42,914 

Total H&SA-45: CONS DISA/EST JNT C4ISR D&A 

42,914 

42,914 

42,914 

42,914 

H&SA-71; NEW DEFENSE MEDIA AGENCY 





Army 

1,554 

1,554 

1,554 

1,554 

Defense Media Activity 

33,464 

33,464 

33,464 

33.464 

Total HSSA-71- NEW DEFENSE MEDIA AGENCY 

35,018 

35,018 

35,018 

35,018 


State - 47 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State /Component /installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Project Name 





H&5A- 14 : TRANSPORTATION COMMAND COMPONENTS 

Army 

7 58 

758 

758 

758 

Total H&SA-14; TRANSPORTATION COMMAND COMPO 

7S8 

758 

7S8 

758 

H&SA-18: DEF FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING SVS 

Navy 

Defense Finance and Accounting Service 

13,345 

9,370 

13,345 

9,370 

18,345 

9,370 

18,345 

9,370 

Total H&SA-18: DEF FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING S 

27 , 71S 

27,715 

27,7X5 

27,715 

NASA- 92 : ARM* MQS & OTHER FOAS 

Army 

49,815 

49,815 

49,815 

49,815 

Total H&SA-92: ARM* HQS & OTHER FOAS 

49,815 

49,815 

49,815 

49, 815 

HS.SA-78: MISC DON LEASED LOCATIONS 

Navy 

43 , 570 

43 , S70 

43,570 

43,570 

Total K&.SA-7B: MISC DON LEASED LOCATIONS 

43.570 

43,570 

43,570 

43,570 

IND-83B: NWS SEAL BEACH, CA 

Army 

Navy 

S33 

3.307 

533 

3,307 

533 

3,307 

533 

3.307 

Total IND-83B: NWS SEAL BEACH, CA 

3.840 

3,840 

3,840 

3,840 

IND-112: RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, CA 

Army 

23,847 

23,847 

23.847 

23,847 

Total IND-112: RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT. 

23.847 

23,847 

23,847 

23,847 

IND-83A: ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, IL 

Army 

272 

272 

272 

272 

Total IND-83A; ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, IL 

272 

272 

272 

272 

IND-119- NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT, IN 

Army 

5.714 

5,714 

S, 714 

S , 714 

Total IND-119: NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT, IN 

5,714 

5,714 

5,714 

5.714 

IND-106; KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, KS 

Army 

25,655 

25,655 

25, 655 

25,655 

Total IND-106: KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

25,655 

25.655 

25,655 

25.655 

IND-ilO: MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT, MS 

Army 

130 

130 

130 

130 

Total IND-UO: MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT. 

no 

130 

13C 

130 

IND-120: UMATILLA CHEMICAL DEPOT, OR 

Army 

13. B35 

13,835 

13,835 

13,635 

Total lND-120 : UMATILLA CHEMICAL DEPOT, OR 

13,835 

13.835 

13, 835 

13,835 

I ND -122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT, TX 

Army 

1,525 

1,525 

1,525 

1,525 

Total IND-122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT, T 

1.525 

1,525 

1,525 

1,525 


State - 48 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Hi lit ary Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 


Activa, Guard and Rsaarrs Force# 
Unspecified Worldwide 
($ Thousands) 


Stata/Coaponant/Xnstallatipn 

— Project Name--**- 

IND-117: DESERET CHEMICAL DEPOT, UT 
Army 

Total IND-117; DESERET CHEMICAL DEPOT, OT 

IND-24 : SIMA NORFOLK, VA 
Navy 

Total IND-24: SIMA NORFOLK. VA 


Auth 

Amount 


24,6X4 

24,614 


Auth for 

Appn Amount 


24,614 

24,614 


695 

695 


695 

695 


Data an of Feb 2012 


Appn 

Amount 


24,614 

24,614 


695 

695 


TGA 

Amount 


24,614 

24,614 


695 

695 


IND-103: fleet readiness centers 

Navy , 


Total IND-103: FLEET READINESS CENTERS 


IND-9S: NAVAL SHIPYARD DETACHMENTS 
Navy 


Total IND-95: NAVAL SHIPYARD DETACHMENTS 


1,345 

1,345 

820 

820 


1, 345 
1,345 

820 

820 


t, 345 
1,345 

820 

820 


1,345 

1,345 

820 

820 


INT-10: DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

Defense Intelligence Agency 4,985 4,985 4,98S 4,985 

Total INT-10: DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 4,985 4,985 4.985 4,985 

MED- 2 i WALTER REED NMMC, BETHESDA, HD 

Army 80,739 80,738 80,738 80,738 

Navy 715 715 715 715 

TriCare Management Activity 171,894 171,894 171,894 171,994 

Total MED- 2: WALTER REED NMMC, BETHESDA, MD 253.347 253,347 253,347 253.347 

MED- 57. BROOKS CITY BASE, TX 

Navy 6 6 6 6 

Air Force 4,971 4,971 4,971 4,971 

Total MED- 57: BROOKS CITY BASE, TX 4,977 4,97? 4,977 4,977 

MED- 16: SAN ANTONIO REGIONAL MED CTR , TX 

Navy 843 843 843 043 

Air Force 7.600 7,600 7,600 7,600 

TriCare Management Activity 206,177 206,17? 206,177 206,177 

Total MED -16: SAN ANTONIO REGIONAL MED CTR, 214,620 214,620 214,620 214,620 

MED-28; ONT CTRS EXCEL CHEM/BIO 6 MED R&DA 

Army 15,405 IS, 405 15,405 15,405 

Navy 4,945 4,945 4,945 4,945 

Defense Threat Reduction Agency 2,097 2,097 2.097 2,097 

Total MED-28: JNT CTRS EXCEL CHEM/BIO 6 MED 22,447 22,447 22,447 22,447 

S&5-35: DLR PROCUREMENT MGMT CONSOLIDATION 

Army 15,028 15,028 15,028 15,028 

Navy 975 975 975 975 

Total S&S-35: DLR PROCUREMENT MGMT CONSOLID 16,003 16,003 16,033 16,003 


SAS-Sls SUPPLY, STORAGE & DIST MGMT RECONF 
Navy 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Total S&S-S1: SUPPLY, STORAGE k DIST MGMT R 


2,695 

16,453 


2,695 

16,453 


2,695 

16,453 


2,695 

16,453 


State - 49 


UNCLASSIFIED 



295 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligetional Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coesponent/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

*PP" 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






TECH “42 : MARITIME C415R R , D&A.T&E 

Navy 

34.981 

34,981 

34,901 

34,981 

Total TECH- 42: MARITIME C4ISR R,DAA,TAE 

34,981 

34,981 

34,981 

34,981 

TECH-1BD. NAV INTEGRATED WSA R,D&A,T8E CTR 

Navy 

38,770 

38,770 

38,770 

38,770 

Total TECH-18D: NAV INTEGRATED W&A R,D&A,T«, 

38,770 

38,773 

38,770 

38,770 

TECH” 188: INTEGRATED W4A GUNS & AMMO SITE 

Army 

Navy 

4,764 

12,785 

4,764 

12,785 

4,764 

12,785 

4,764 

12,785 

Total TECH -188: INTEGRATED W&A GUNS & AMMO 

17,549 

17,549 

17,549 

17,549 

TECH- 9: DEFENSE RESEARCH SERVICE LED LAOS 

Army 

Air Force 

2,885 

17,347 

2,885 

17.347 

2,886 

17,347 

2,885 

17,347 

Total TECH-9: DEFENSE RESEARCH SERVICE LED 

20,232 

20,232 

20.232 

20,232 

COW? ADD 3: GALENA POL, AK 

Air Force 

43,378 

43,378 

43,378 

43,378 

Total COMM ADD 3: GALENA FOL, AK 

43.37S 

43,378 

43,378 

43,378 

COMM ADD 5: JOINT MEDICAL COMMAND HQS 

Navy 

TriCare Management Activity 

511 

11,965 

SI1 

11,965 

511 

11,965 

511 

11,965 

Total COMM ADD 5: JOINT MEDICAL COMMAND HQS 

12.476 

12,476 

12,476 

12,476 

DON- 17 i NMCRC READING, PA 

Navy 

158 

158 

158 

158 

Total DON- 17: NMCRC READING, PA 

158 

158 

1S8 

1S8 

DON -25: NMCRC MOUNDSVILLE, Wv 

Navy 

522 

522 

522 

522 

Total DON-25: NMCRC MOUNDSVILLE, WV 

522 

522 

522 

522 

DON-S6 : I NS P- INSTRUCTOR STAFF ROME 

Navy 

87 

87 

87 

87 

Total DON-56: 1NSP- INSTRUCTOR STAFF ROME 

87 

87 

87 

87 

DON- 113: NMCRC AKRON, OH 

Navy 

1,081 

1,081 

1,081 

1,083 

Total DON- 11 3: NMCRC AKRON, OH 

l.oai 

1,081 

1,081 

1,081 

DON-115: NMCRC MADISON, WI 

Navy 

1,003 

1,003 

1,003 

1,003 

Total DON- 115: NMCRC MADISON, WI 

1,003 

1,003 

1,003 

1. 003 

DON -129: NMCRC TULSA 

Navy 

1.037 

1.037 

1,037 

1,037 

Total DON- 129: NMCRC TULSA 

1,037 

1,037 

1,037 

1,037 


State - 53 


UNCLASSIFIED 



296 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Conafcxucfci.cn Total Obi igational Authority aa Znactad 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forcee 
Unspecified Worldwide 

<$ Thousands) Data a s of Feb 20X2 


Stata/Coaponont/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






DON -20: NRC DULUTH , MN 

Navy 

58 

58 

58 

58 

Total DON- 20: NRC DULUTH, MN 

58 

58 

58 

58 

HASA-31: CIV PERS OFCS - FT RICHARDSON 

Air Force 

400 

400 

400 

400 

Total H&SA-31-. CIV PERS OFCS - FT R1CHARDSO 

400 

400 

400 

400 

H&SA-31! HUMAN RES SVS CTRS-NE/SW/ PACIFIC 

Navy 

7,546 

7,546 

7,54 6 

7.546 

Total H4SA-31: HUMAN RES SVS CTRS-NE/SW/PAC 

7,546 

7,546 

7,546 

7, 546 

HASA-135: CORRECTIONS -FT LEAVENWORTH, KS 

Army 

320 

328 

328 

328 

Total H&SA-13S: CORRECTIONS- FT LEAVENWORTH, 

328 

328 

328 

328 

HASA-135: CORRECTIONS - NAVY LOCATIONS 

Navy 

5,377 

5,877 

5,877 

5,877 

Total HASA-135: CORRECTIONS -NAVY LOCATIONS 

5,877 

5,877 

5,877 

5,877 

H8.SA-145: ACT/RES PERS A RECRUIT CTRS-USA 

Army 

Air Force 

21.370 

1,885 

21,378 

1,085 

21, 376 
1,885 

21.378 

1,885 

Total HASA-H5: ACT/RES PERS A RECRUIT CTRS 

23,263 

23,263 

23,263 

23,263 

HASA-10: JOINT BASING- FT LEWIS 

Air Force 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total KASA-10 : JOINT BASING-FT LEWIS 

100 

100 

100 

100 

I NT- 4: NOA ACTIVITIES 

National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 

134,297 

134,297 

134,297 

134,297 

Total INT-4: NGA ACTIVITIES 

134.297 

134,297 

134,297 

134,297 

MED-54 : INPATIENT SVS TO CL1NIC-GRT LAKES 

Air Force 

98 

98 

98 

90 

Total MED-54: INPATIENT SVS TO CLINIC-GRT L 

98 

98 

98 

9 8 

TECH- 5: EST ROTARY WING RDATAE CTR - ARMY 

Army 

10,182 

10,182 

10, 102 

10. 182 

Total TECH- 5: EST ROTARY WING RDATAE CTR - 

10,182 

10,182 

10,182 

10,182 

Forlegr, Currency Flue 

Tricare Management Activity 



3,000 

3,000 

Total Foriegn Currency Flue 



3,000 

3,000 

ECIP for Tripler and Detriek 

TriCare Management Activity 

2.S33 

2,533 

2,528 

2,528 

Total ECIP for Tripler and Decrick 

2,533 

2,533 

2,528 

2,528 


State - SI 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FI 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

State/ Component /Installation 

Amount 

Ajppn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 


Contingency Construction 


Defense -wide 


10,000 

9,980 

9,980 

Total Contingency Construction 


10,000 

9, 980 

9,960 

Foreign Currency Adjustment 





Defense-Wide 



6,351 

6, 351 

Total Foreign Currency Adjustment 



6,351 

6,351 

Nato Security Investment Program 





Defense-Wide 

334,447 

334,447 

334,447 

334.447 

Total Nato Security Investment Program 

334,447 

334,447 

334,447 

334,447 

Foreign Currency Fluctuations 





Air Force 



29,227 

29,227 

Total Foreign Currency Fluctuations 



29.227 

29,227 

DON- 100 i PLANING, DESIGN AND MANAGEMENT 





Navy 

76,042 

76,042 

76,042 

76,042 

Total DON- 100: PLANING, DESIGN AND MANAGEME 

76,042 

76,042 

76,042 

76,042 

DON- 101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 





Navy 

4,390 

4,390 

4,390 

4,390 

Total DON- 101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

4,390 

4.390 

4,390 

4,390 

MINOR CONSTRUCTION 





Army 


101,330 

101,284 

101,284 

Navy 


20,877 

20,835 

20,835 

Air Force 


67,584 

67,548 

67, 548 

DEFENSE -WIDE 





Defense -Wide 


3,000 

2,993 

2. 993 

Defense Logistics Agency 


5,258 

5,247 

5,247 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 


13,841 

3,466 

3,486 

Special Operations Command 


7,663 

7,648 

7,648 

The Joint Staff 


8,210 

8, 194 

8, 194 

Tricar* Management Activity 


4,884 

4,874 

4. 874 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


42,056 

32,442 

32.442 

Army National Guard 


11,400 

11,377 

11, 377 

Air National Cuard 


8,000 

7, 984 

7, 984 

Army Reserve 


2.994 

2,994 

2, 994 

Navy Reserve 


2,234 

2,234 

2,234 

Air Force Reserve 


2,759 

2.753 

2,753 

Total MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


260,034 

249,451 

249,451 

PLANNING AND DESIGN 





Army 


329,352 

328. 853 

328, 853 

Navy 


120,050 

119, 810 

119.810 

Air Force 


79,758 

79,625 

79,625 

DEFENSE-WIDE 





Army 


6,050 

6,038 

6,038 

Navy 


3,324 

3,324 

3,324 

Air Force 


3,959 

3, 959 

3,959 

Defense-Wide 


21,324 

21,283 

21,283 

Defense Intelligence Agency 


120 

120 

120 

Defense Logistics Agency 


19, 160 

19, 121 

19, 121 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 


79,763 

79,603 

79,603 

Defense Security Service 


1,988 

1, 984 

1, 904 

National Security Agency 


32,763 

32-783 

32,783 


State - 52 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

rt 2011 Military Construction Total ObligAtional Authority a* Bnactod 

Active, Guard and Reserve Force* 

Unspecified Worldwide 

(9 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth Auth for Appn TQA 


State/Cea^ponent/Inatallation 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 






Special Operations Command 


30,836 

26,702 

26,782 

TriCare Management Activity 


230,300 

217,528 

217,528 

Washington Headquarters Services 


6,543 

6.529 

6,529 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


436. 150 

419,054 

419,054 

Army National Guard 


25,663 

25, 611 

25,611 

Air National Guard 


9,214 

9,196 

9,196 

Army Reserve 


25,848 

25. 940 

25, 848 

Navy Reserve 


1,853 

1,853 

1,853 

Ai r Force Reserve 


1,653 

1,650 

1,650 

Total PLANNING AND DESIGN 


1,029,541 

1,011,500 

1,011,500 

Base Realignment & Closure 





Army 

123,051 

123,051 

123,051 

123,051 

Total Base Realignment & Closure 

123,051 

123,051 

123,051 

123,051 

USA-221-. OPERATIONAL ARMY [LGBDS) 





Army 


8,760 

8,760 

8,760 

Total USA-221: OPERATIONAL ARMY (LGBDS) 


8,760 

8,760 

8,160 

Brae - Closure Iv 





Defense Logistics Agency 

9.559 

9,559 

9,559 

9,559 

Total Brae - Closure Iv 

9,559 

9,559 

9,559 

9, SS9 

Base Realignment & Closure 





Air Force 

141.411 

141,471 

141,471 

141,471 

Navy 

190,668 

190,668 

190,668 

190,668 

Total Base Realignment & Closure 

332. 139 

332,139 

332,139 

332,139 

Foreign Currency Fluctuation, cma 





Navy 



4,321 

4.321 

Total Foreign Currency Fluctuation. CMA 



4,321 

4,321 

** WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

3,233,556 

4,548,891 

4,612,381 

4,612,381 


State - S3 


UNCLASSIFIED 



299 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Fit 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State /Co^ponent/1 natal lation 

----- Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn 

Amount Xppn Amount Amount 


TOA 

Amount 


Army 

Navy 

Air Force 
Defense-Wide 
Unspecified Worldwide 


1,125,140 

531,245 

267,157 

1,351,914 

3,275,456 


1,637.467 
676,2.69 
436,125 
1,840, 920 
4,590,791 


1,681,626 
680,298 

465, 140 
1,327,217 
4.654.281 


1,681,626 
680,298 

465, 140 
1 , B27, 217 
4,654,281 


State - 54 


UNCLASSIFIED 



300 


UNCLASSIFIED 

Fit 2011 Family Bousing Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 



<8 

Thousand*) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

State/CoaqfKjnent/lnatallatioB 


Xuth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army 

Family Housing Replacement ConstruCUO 
Family Housing Replacement Construe <64 
Currency Fluctuation 

unite) 

units) 

21,000 

34,329 

21,000 

34.329 

20,958 

34,260 

5,068 

20,958 

34,260 

5,068 

Total Family Housing, Army 


55,329 

55.329 

60,206 

60,286 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Army 


55.329 

55,329 

60,286 

60,286 

Army 

Homeowers Assistance Program 

Homeowners Assistance Program 



404,937 

275,173 

404,93? 
275. 173 

404, 937 
275,173 

Total Family Housing, Army 



680, 110 

680, no 

680, 110 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Army 



680, no 

680, no 

680,110 

Army 

Construction Improvements {235 

units) 


34,930 

34,930 

34.930 

Family Housing P&D 



2,040 

2,03$ 

2,036 

Utilities Account 



85,422 

85,422 

85,432 

MISCELLANEOUS ACCOUNT 

Operations 



701 

108,770 

701 

108,770 

701 

108,770 

Leasing 



199,958 

199, 950 

199,958 

Maintenance of Real Property 



110,654 

110.654 

110,654 

Privatization Support Costs 



24, 365 

24,365 

24,365 

Total Family Housing, Army 



566,840 

566,836 

566,836 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Army 



566,840 

566,836 

566,836 

Navy 

REPL GTWO HOUSING 


31, 169 

37,169 

37,095 

37,095 

Improvements 



145,728 

156,328 

156,328 

Design 



3,248 

3,248 

3.248 

Utilities Account 



66,106 

66, 106 

66.106 

Furnishings Account 

Management Account 

Miscellaneous Account 

Services Account 



15,441 

55,706 

220 

17,200 

15,441 

55,706 

220 

17,200 

15, 441 
55,706 
220 
17,200 

Leasing 



87,110 

87, 110 

87, 110 

Maintenance Of Real Property 



103.969 

103, 969 

103,969 

Privatization Support Costs 



25,963 

25. 963 

25, 963 

Total Family Housing, Navy 


37,169 

557,860 

568, 306 

568.386 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING. Navy 


37,169 

557,860 

560, 386 

568,786 


State - 55 


UNCLASSIFIED 



301 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2011 Family Housing Total Obligations! Authority a* Enacted 

(| Thouaanda) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stato/Ccusponent /Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Air Force 

Classified Improvements 


50 

50 

50 

Construction Improvments 


73,603 

179,460 

179,460 

Planning & Design 


4.216 

4. 216 

4.216 

Utilities Account 


90,330 

90,330 

90,330 

Utilities Account 


660 

660 

660 

Furnishings Account 


40,255 

40,255 

40,255 

Furnishings Account 


72 

72 

72 

Management Account 


925 

925 

92 5 

Management Account 


61,707 

61,707 

61,707 

Miscellaneous Account 


1,932 

1, 932 

1, 932 

Services Account 


IS, 796 

18,796 

18,796 

Leasing 


02,238 

92,298 

82.298 

Maintenance f RPMA A RPMC) 


179,775 

179, 775 

179. 77S 

Maintenance Account 


2.372 

2,372 

2,372 

Housing Privatization 


46,543 

46,543 

46.543 

Total Family Housing, Air Force 


603. S34 

709, 391 

709.391 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Air Force 


603,534 

709. 391 

709,391 

Defense -Wide 

Family Housing improvement Fund 


60.152 

60. 152 

60,152 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


9.590 

9,590 

9,590 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


11,009 

11,009 

11,809 

Family Housing Improvement Pund 


1,422 

1,422 

1,422 

Family Housing improvement Fund 


2,048 

2,048 

2,048 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


69S.32S 

695,325 

695.325 

Total Family Housing, Defense -Wide 


780,346 

780,346 

780,346 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING. Defense-Wide 


760,346 

780,346 

780,346 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

Fumishinga Account 


4,492 

4.492 

4 , 492 

Leasing 


34,055 

34,055 

34.055 

Total Family Housing, Defense Intelligence Agency 


30,547 

38,547 

30, 547 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense intelligence 


38.547 

38. 547 

38,547 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Utilities Account 


281 

281 

281 

Furnishings Account 


18 

ia 

18 

Management Account 


445 

445 

445 

Services Account 


29 

29 

29 


State - 56 


UKCULSSiriED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Family Bousing Total C&ligational Authority a« Enacted 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 

Auth Auth for Appn TOA 

StatWCcwponant/Xnatallation Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 

— Project Name • 

Maintenance Of Real Property 640 640 640 

Total Family Housing, Defense Logistics Agency 1,413 1,413 1,413 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense Logistics Age 1,413 1,413 1,413 


National Security Agency 
Utilities Account 

Furnishings Account 

Leasing 

Maintenance Of Real Property 

Total Family Housing, National Security Agency 
GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, National Security Age 


10 10 10 

49 49 49 

9,565 9,565 9,565 

69 69 69 

9,693 9,693 9,693 

9,693 9,693 9,693 


Stale - 59 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

PX 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Activa, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inaids tha United States 

(5 Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


State/Component/Xnatallation 

AUfch 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ALABAMA 

Army 

FORT RUCKER 

Combat Readiness Center 

11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

Total FORT RUCKER 

11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

Army National Guard 

FORT MC CLELLAN 

Readiness Center PH 2 

16,500 

16,500 

16,500 

16,500 

Total FORT MC CLELLAN 

16,500 

16,500 

16,500 

16,500 

Missile Defense Agency 

REDSTONE ARSENAL 

Von Braun Complex Phase IV 

58,800 

58,800 

58,800 

58,800 

Total REDSTONE ARSENAL 

58,800 

58,800 

58,800 

58,800 

* * ALABAMA 

86,900 

86,900 

86,900 

86.900 

ALASKA 

Army 

FORT WAINWR1GHT 

Aviation Complex, Ph 3A Tnc 1 

114,000 

57 , 00C 

57. 0C0 

57,000 

Total FORT WAINWRIGHT 

114,000 

57.000 

57 , 0C0 

57.000 

Joint Base ElmendorC -Richardson 

Brigade Complex, Ph 2 

Organizational Parking 

Physical Fitness Facility 

74.000 

3,600 

26.000 

74.000 
3,600 

26.000 

74.000 
3,600 

26.000 

74.000 
3,600 

26.000 

Total Joint Base El mendorf - Richardson 

103.600 

103,600 

103.600 

103,600 

♦•Army 

217,600 

160,600 

160,600 

160,600 

Air Force 

E1ELSON AFB 

Dormitory (168 RM) 

45,000 

45,000 

45,000 

45,000 

Total BIELSON AFB 

45.000 

45,000 

45,000 

45,000 

ELMENDORF AFB 

Brigade Combat Team (Light) Complex, (46o RM) 

97,000 

97,000 

97,000 

97,000 

Total ELMENDORF AFB 

97,000 

97,000 

97,000 

97 . 000 

♦•Air Force 

142,000 

142,000 

142,000 

142,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 

EIELSON AFB 

Upgrade Rail Line 

14,800 

14,800 

14,800 

14 , 80Q 

Total EIELSON AFB 

14,800 

14,800 

14,800 

14,800 


State - 58 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Con* tract! on Total Obligatiooal Authority a* Enacted 

Activ*, Guard and Raxarva Forces 
Inside the United State* 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


8 t»t* /Component / 1 ns tail* tion 

Ruth 

Amount 

Ruth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOR 

Amount 

Special Operations Command 

ANCHORAGE 

SOF Cold weather Maritime Training Facility 

18,400 

18,400 

18,400 

18,400 

Total ANCHORAGE 

18.400 

18,400 

18,400 

18,400 

“ALASKA 

392. S00 

335,800 

335,800 

335,800 

ARIZONA 

Army National Guard 

PAPAGO MILITARY RESERVATION 

Readiness Center 

17,800 

17,800 

17,800 

17,800 

Total FA PAGO MILITARY RESERVATION 

17,300 

17,800 

17,800 

17,800 

Navy 

YUMA 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

39.515 

39,515 

39,515 

39, 515 

Double Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

81,897 

81,897 

81,897 

81,897 

JSF Auxiliary Landing Field 

41,373 

41,373 

41. 373 

41,373 

Total YUMA 

162,785 

162,785 

162. 78S 

162,795 

Air Force 

DAVIS - MONTHAN AFB 

EC13CH Simulator/Training operations 

20,500 

20,500 

20,500 

20, 500 

HC-130J Joint use Fuel Cell 

12.S00 

12,500 

12,500 

12,500 

Total DAVIS -MONTHAN AFB 

33,000 

33,000 

33,000 

33,000 

LUKE AFB 

F-35 ADAL Aircraft Maintenance Unit 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

F- 35 Sguad Ops/AMU 2 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Total LUKE APB 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

••Air Force 

S7,000 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DAVIS -MONTHAN AFB 

Replace Hydrant Fuel System 

23.000 

23.000 

23.000 

23,000 

Total DAVIS -MONTHAN AFB 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

••ARIZONA 

260,585 

260,585 

260,585 

260,585 

ARKANSAS 

Army National Guard 

FORT CHAFFEE 

Convoy Live Fire/ Entry Control Point Range 

3,500 

3.500 

3.500 

3,500 

Total FORT CHAFFEE 

3.5C0 

3,500 

3.500 

3,500 

••ARKANSAS 

3,500 

3,500 

3,500 

3,500 


State - S3 


UNCLASSIFIED 



305 


UNCLASSIFIED 

TX 2012 Military Construction Total Obligstional Authority ci Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve forces 
Inside the United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


8 feat*/ component/ Ins tal 1 a tion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

CALIFORNIA 

Army 

FORT IRWIN 

Infantry Squad Battle Course 

Qualification Training Range 

7.500 

15,500 

7,500 

15,500 

7,500 

1S,SOO 

7,500 

15,500 

Total FORT IRWIN 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

PRESIDIO MONTEREY 

General Instruction Building 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

Total PRESIDIO MONTEREY 

3.000 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

♦•Army 

26,000 

26,000 

26, COO 

26,000 

Amy National Guard 

CAMP ROBERTS 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 
Utilities Replacement Phi 

6,160 

32,000 

6,160 

32,000 

6,160 

32.000 

6,160 

32,000 

Total CAMP ROBERTS 

36,160 

38,160 

38,160 

38,160 

CAMP SAN LUIS OBISPO 

Field Maintenance Shop 

8,000 

8,000 

8,000 

8,000 

Total CAMP SAN LUIS OBISPO 

8,000 

8,000 

8,000 

3, 000 

••Army National Guard 

46,160 

46,160 

46, 160 

46,160 

Army Reserve 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 

Automated Multipurpose Machine Gun (MPMG) 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

5.200 

Total FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 

5,200 

5>,20C 

5,200 

5,200 

Navy 

BARSTOW 

Dip Tan* Cleaning Facility 

8,590 

8,590 

8,590 

8,590 

Total BARSTOW 

8,590 

8,590 

8,590 

8,590 

BRIDGEPORT 

Multi -Purpose Building - Addition 

16, 138 

16, 13B 

16.138 

16, 138 

Total BRIDGEPORT 

16,138 

16. 138 

16, 138 

16,138 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

Armory, 1st Marine Division 

Individual Equipment Issue Warehouse 

Infantry Squad Defense Range 

Intersection Bridge and Improvements 

MV-22 Aviation Fuel Storage 

MV-22 Aviation Pavement 

MV-22 Double Hangar Replacement 

New Potable Water Conveyance 

North Area Waste Water Conveyance 

12,606 
16,411 
29, 187 
12,476 

6, 163 
18,530 
48.34S 
113,091 
78,271 

12,606 

16,411 

29, 187 
12,476 
6.163 
18.S30 
48,345 
113,091 
78,271 

12,606 

16,411 

29, 107 
12,476 
6,163 
18,530 

48, 345 
113.091 
78,271 

12,606 

16,411 

29.187 

12,476 

6,163 

18,530 

48,345 

113,091 

78,271 

Total CAMP PENDLETON. CALIFORNIA 

335. C80 

335,080 

335,080 

335,080 


State - 60 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

BV 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Force* 

Inside the United States 

($ Thousands} Data as of Feb 2012 


6 ta t*/Coag?on*nt/Inatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth t or 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

CORONADO 

Fitness Center North Island 

46,762 

46,763 

46,763 

46,763 

Rotary Aircraft Depot Maint Fac {North Is, 5 

61,672 

61,672 

61,672 

61,672 

Total CORONADO 

108,435 

108,435 

108,435 

108,435 

POINT MUGU 

E-2D Aircrew Training Facility 

15,377 

15,377 

15,377 

IS, 377 

Total POINT MUGU 

15,377 

IS. 377 

15,377 

15,377 

TN ENTWINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

Child Development Center 

23,743 

23,743 

23,743 

23,743 

Land Expansion 

9, 665 

9,665 

8,665 

8,665 

Multi-Use Operational Fitness Area 

18,819 

18,819 

18,819 

18,819 

Tracked vehicle Maintenance Cover 

15,682 

15,882 

15,882 

15,882 

Total TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

67,109 

67,109 

67, 109 

67, 109 

**Navy 

550,729 

550,729 

550, 729 

550,729 

Air Force 

TRAVIS AFB 

Dormitory (144 RM) 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

Total TRAVIS AFB 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

22.00C 

VANDENBERG AFB 

Education Center 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

Total VANDENBERG AFB 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

•*Air Force 

36,200 

36.200 

36,200 

36,200 

Air National Guard 

BEALE AFB 

Wing Operations and Training Facility 

6,100 

6, 10C 

6,100 

6,100 

Total BEALE AFB 

6,100 

6,100 

6, 100 

6,100 

MOFFETT FIELD 

Replace Pararescue Training Facility 

26,000 

26,000 

26, OCO 

26,000 

Total MOFFETT FIELD 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

**Air National Guard 

32,100 

32,100 

32, 100 

32,100 

Air Force Reserve 

MARCH AFB 

Airfield Control Tower/Base Ops 

16,393 

16.393 

16,393 

16,393 

Total MARCH AFB 

16,393 

16, 393 

16,393 

16, 393 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DEFENSE DISTRIBUTION DEPOT-TRACY 

Replace Public Safety Center 

15, SCO 

15,500 

15,500 

15,500 

Total DEFENSE DISTRIBUTION DEPOT-TRACY 

15,500 

15,500 

15,500 

15, 500 


State - 61 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligstionsl Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

{$ Thousands) Data aa of Feb 2012 


State /Component /Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

POINT LOMA ANNEX 

Replace Fuel Storage Facilities Incr 4 


27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

Total POINT LGMA ANNEX 


27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

$AN CLEMENTE 

Replace Fuel Storage Tanka &. Pipeline 

21,800 

21,800 

21,800 

21,800 

Total SAN CLEMENTE 

21,800 

21,300 

21,800 

21,800 

••Defense Logistics Agency 

37,300 

64,300 

64,300 

64,300 

Special Operations Command 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

SOF Military Working Dog Facility 

3,500 

3,500 

3,500 

3,500 

SOF Range 130 Support Projects 

8,641 

8,641 

8,641 

8,641 

Total CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

12.141 

12,141 

12, 14 1 

12, 141 

CORONADO 

SOF Support Activity Operations Facility 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

Total CORONADO 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

••Special Operations Command 

54,141 

54,141 

54.141 

54, 141 

••CALIFORNIA 

804,223 

831,223 

031,223 

831,223 

COLORADO 

Army 

FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

Aircraft Loading Area 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

34.000 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

63,000 

63,000 

63,000 

63,000 

Barracks 

67,000 

67,000 

67.000 

67,000 

Barracks 

46,000 

46,000 

46,000 

46,000 

Brigade Headquarters 

14,400 

14 , 4 CO 

14,400 

14,400 

Control Tower 

14,200 

14,200 

14.200 

14,200 

Total PORT CARSON, COLORADO 

238,600 

238,600 

238,600 

230,600 

Army 

PUEBLO DEPOT 

Ammunition Demilitarization Facility, Ph XIII 


15,338 

15, 338 

15,338 

Total PUEBLO DEPOT 


15,338 

15,338 

15,338 

Army National Guard 

ALAMOSA 

Readiness Center 

5,400 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

Total AIiAMOSA 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

AURORA 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 

3,600 

3,600 

3,600 

3,600 

Total AURORA 

3.6C0 

3,600 

3,600 

3,600 

PORT CARSON, COLORADO 

Barracks Complex (ORTC) 

43, COO 

43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

Total FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

••Army National Guard 

53,000 

53,000 

53,000 

53,000 


State - 62 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a a Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Force* 
loaida tha United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/ Compo nan t /In* tal 1 at ion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

A ppn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army Reserve 

PORT COLLINS 

Army Reserve Center 

13,600 

13,600 

13,600 

13,600 

Total FORT COLLINS 

13, 600 

13,600 

13,600 

13.600 

Air Force 

IKS. AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

Construct Large Vehicle Inspection Facility 

13,400 

13.400 

13,400 

13,400 

Total U.S. AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

13,400 

13,400 

13,400 

13,400 

National Security Agency 

BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 

Mountainview Operations Facility Ir.c 1 

140,932 

70,432 

70,432 

70,432 

Total BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 

140,932 

70,432 

70,432 

70,432 

* ♦ COLORADO 

459.532 

434 , 370 

404,370 

404,370 

DELAWARE 

Air Force 

DOVER AKB 

C-5M Formal Training Unit Facility 

2,800 

2,800 

2,800 

2,800 

Total DOVER AFB 

2 , 800 

2,800 

2, 000 

2,800 

** DELAWARE 

2,800 

2,800 

2,800 

2,800 

DISTRICT OP COLUMBIA 

Army National Guard 

ANACOSTIA 

US Property & Fiscal Office Add/Alt 

5,300 

5,300 

5.300 

5,300 

Total ANACOSTIA 

5,300 

5,300 

5,300 

5,300 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

BOLLING AFB 

Cooling Tower Expansion 

2,070 

2,070 

2,070 

2,070 

DIAC Parking Garage 

13,586 

13,586 

13,586 

13,586 

Electrical Upgrades 

1,080 

1,080 

1,080 

1,080 

Total BOLLING AFB 

16,736 

16,736 

16,736 

16,736 

** 01 STRICT OF COLUMBIA 

22.C36 

22,036 

22,036 

22,036 

FLORIDA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP BLANDING 

Convoy Live Fire/Entry Control Point Range 

2,400 

2,400 

2.400 

2,400 

Live Fire Shoot House 

3.100 

3,100 

3, 100 

3, 100 

Total CAMP BLANDING 

5,500 

5,500 

5, 500 

5.50C 


State - 63 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2012 Military Construction Total 

Obliqational 

Authority a a 

Enacted 


Activa, Guard and Reserve Forces 

Insida tha Dnitad Stataa 
(9 Thousands) 

Data as of 

Feb 2012 

Stata /Component /Installation 


Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 







Navy 

J ACK50NVI LLE 

ELAMS UAS Operator Training Facility 
P~8A Hangar Upgrades 

P-8A Training Facility 


4,482 

6,085 

25,985 

4,482 
6,085 
25, 985 

4,482 

6,085 

25,985 

4,482 
6.085 
25. 985 

Total JACKSONVILLE 


36,552 

36,552 

36, 552 

36,552 

MAY PORT 

Massey Avenue Corridor Improvements 


14. 998 

14 , 998 

14,998 

14,998 

Total MAY PORT 


14,996 

14,998 

14,998 

14,998 

WHITING FIELD 

Applied Instruction Facilities, EOD Course 

20,620 

20,620 

20.620 

20,620 

Total WHITING FIELD 


20,620 

20,620 

20,620 

20,620 

**Navy 


22,170 

72,170 

72, 170 

72,170 

Air Force 

PATRICK AFB 

Air Force Technical Applications Ctr - 

Incr 2 


79.000 

79,000 

79,000 

Total PATRICK AFB 



79,000 

79,000 

79,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 

WHITING FIELD 

Truck Load/Unload Facility 


3,830 

3,800 

3,800 

3,800 

Total WHITING FIELD 


3,800 

3,800 

3,800 

3,800 

Special Operations Command 

SOUK AFB 

SOF Company Operations Facility (GSB) 
SOF Company Operations Facility (GSTB5 


21,000 

19.000 

21,000 

19.000 

21,000 

19,000 

21.000 

19,000 

Total EGLIN AFB 


40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

EGLIN AUX 9 

SOF Enclosed Engine Noise Suppressors 
SOF Simulator Facility 


3,200 

6,300 

3,200 
6 , 30C 

3.200 

6,300 

o o 
o o 
<V m 

m \£i 

Total EGLIN AUX 9 


9,500 

9,500 

9,500 

9,500 

MACDILL AFB 

SOF Acquisition Center (Phase II) 


16.200 

15,200 

15,200 

15,200 

Total MACDILL AFB 


15,200 

15-200 

15,200 

15,200 

* ‘Special Operations Command 


64,700 

64,700 

64,700 

64,700 

TriCare Management Activity 

EGLIN AFB 

Medical Clinic 


11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

Total EGLIN AFB 


11,600 

11,600 

11,600 

IX , 6CC 

** FLORIDA 


157.770 

236,770 

236,770 

236,770 


State - 64 
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DECLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority «» Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coaponent/Instsllation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

GEORGIA 

Army 

FORT SEEKING 

Land Acquisition 

5,100 

5 , 100 

5,100 

5,100 

Land Acquisition 

25,000 

25,000 

25 , oeo 

25,000 

Rail Loading Facility 

13,600 

13,600 

13,600 

13,600 

Trainee Barracks Complex, Ph 3 

23,000 

23.000 

23,000 

23,000 

Total FORT BENNING 

66,700 

66,700 

66,700 

66,700 

FORT GORDON 

Hand Grenade Familiarijtaticn Range 

1,450 

1,450 

1,450 

1,450 

Total FORT GORDON 

1,450 

1,450 

1,450 

1,450 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

Dog Kernel 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

Total FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

**Army 

70,750 

70,750 

70,750 

70.750 

Army National Guard 

ATLANTA 

Readiness Center 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Total ATLANTA 

11.000 

11,000 

11.000 

11,000 

HINESVILLE 

Maneuver Area Training u Equipment Site Phi 

17,500 

17,500 

17,500 

17,500 

Total HINESVILLE 

17,500 

17,500 

17,500 

17,500 

MACON 

Readiness Center Phi 

14,500 

14,500 

14,500 

14,500 

Total MACON 

14,500 

14,500 

14,500 

14.500 

•*Army National Guard 

43,000 

43,000 

43. 000 

43,000 

Navy 

KINGS BAY 

Crab island Security Enclave 

52,913 

52.913 

52,913 

52,913 

WRA Land/Water Interface 

33.150 

33,150 

33, 150 

33,150 

Total KINGS SAY 

86,063 

86,063 

86, 063 

86,063 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

FORT BENNING 

Replace McBride Elementary School 

37,205 

37,205 

37,205 

37,205 

Total FORT BENNING 

37,205 

37,205 

37,205 

37,205 

National Security Agency 

FORT GORDON 

whitelaw Wedge Building Addition 

17,705 

17,705 

17,705 

17,705 

Total FORT GORDON 

17,705 

17,705 

17,705 

17,705 


State - 65 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Hilitary Construction Total Obligation*! Authority •( Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Fores a 
Xnaida the United State* 

{$ Thousand*) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

Hospital Addition/Alteration Phase 2 

72,300 

72,300 

72,300 

72,300 

Total FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

72,300 

72,300 

72,300 

72,300 

“GEORGIA 

327,023 

327,023 

327,023 

327, 023 

HAWAI 1 

Army 

FORT SHAFTER 

Child Development Center 

17,500 

17,500 

17,500 

17,500 

Total FORT SHAFTER 

17,500 

17,500 

17, 500 

17,500 

SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 

Centralized Wash Facility 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

Combat Aviation Brigade Complex, Ph 1 

73,000 

73,000 

73,000 

73,000 

Total SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 

105,000 

105,000 

105. 000 

105,000 

* * Army 

122,500 

122,500 

122,500 

122,500 

Army National Guard 

KALAELOA 

Readiness Center Phi 

33,000 

33,000 

33,000 

33,000 

Total KALAELOA 

33,000 

33,000 

33,000 

33,000 

Navy 

BASKING SANDS 

North Loop Electrical Replacement 

9,679 

9,679 

9,679 

9.679 

Total BARKING SANDS 

9,679 

9,679 

9,679 

9,679 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor -Hick am 

Navy Information Operations command FES Fac 

7.492 

7,4 92 

7,492 

7,492 

Total Joint Base Pearl Harbor -Hickam 

7,492 

7,492 

7,492 

7,492 

KANEOHE BAY 

MCAS Operations Complex 

57,704 

57,704 

57,704 

57,704 

Total KANEOHE BAY 

57,704 

57,704 

57,704 

57,704 

“Navy 

74,875 

74,875 

74,875 

74,875 

Air National Guard 

joint Base Pearl Harbor -Hickam 

TFI - F-22 Combat Aircraft Parking Apron 

12,721 

12,721 

12,721 

12,721 

TFI - F 22 Flight Simulator Facility 

19,800 

19,800 

19, 800 

19, 800 

TFI - F-22 Weapons Load Crew Training Facilit 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

7, 000 

Total Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hiekam 

39.521 

39,521 

39,521 

39, 521 


State - 66 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Enacted 

Activa, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S ta ta /Cosjponent / 1 «* tal 1 a t ion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor- Hickam 

Alter warehouse Space 

9,200 

9,200 

9,200 

9,200 

Upgrade ReEueler Truck Parking Area 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

Total Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam 

14,400 

14,400 

14,400 

14,400 

♦•HAWAII 

294,236 

284,296 

284,296 

284,296 

ILLINOIS 

Army National Guard 

NORMAL 

Readiness Center 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Total NORMAL 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Army Reserve 

HOMEWOOD 

Army Reserve Center 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

Total HOMEWOOD 

16,000 

16,000 

16, 000 

16,000 

ROCKFORD 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

12,800 

12,800 

12,800 

12,800 

Total ROCKFORD 

12,800 

12,800 

12,800 

12,800 

♦♦Army Reserve 

28,800 

28,800 

28,800 

28,800 

Navy 

GREAT LAKES 

Decentralize Steam System 

91,042 

91,042 

91,042 

91,042 

Total GREAT LAKES 

91,042 

91,042 

91,042 

91,042 

TriCare Management Activity 

GREAT LAKES 

Health Clinic Demolition 

16,900 

16.900 

16.900 

16,900 

Total GREAT LAKES 

16.900 

16,900 

16,900 

16,900 

♦♦ILLINOIS 

146,742 

146,742 

146,742 

146.742 

INDIANA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP ATTERBURY 

Deployment Processing Facility 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

Operations Readiness Training Cmplx 2 (Bks*Di 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

Operations Readiness Training Complex I (Barr 

25. 000 

25,000 

25,000 

25, 000 

Railhead Expansion & Container Facility 

21, 000 

21,000 

21, 000 

21,000 

Total CAMP ATTERBURY 

81,300 

81,900 

31,900 

81,900 

INDIANAPOLIS 

JFHQ Add/ Alt 

25,700 

25,700 

25,700 

25.700 

Total INDIANAPOLIS 

25,700 

25, 700 

25,700 

25,700 

••Army National Guard 

107,600 

107,600 

107,600 

107,600 


State - 67 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority an Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S tate/Coagjonent/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army Reserve 

FORT BENJAMIN HARRISON 

Army Reeerve Center 

57 , 000 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

Total FORT BENJAMIN HARRISON 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

Air National Guard 

FORT WAYNE 1AP 

A- 10 Facility Conversion - Munitions 

4,000 

4,000 

4,000 

4,000 

Total FORT WAYNE IAP 

4,000 

4,000 

4, 000 

4,000 

♦* INDIANA 

168,600 

168,600 

168,600 

168,600 

KANSAS 

Army 

FORBES AIR FIELD 

Deployment support Facility 

5.300 

5,300 

5,300 

5,300 

Total FORBES AIR FIELD 

5,300 

5,300 

5,300 

5,300 

FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

Chapel 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

Physical Fitness Facility 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13.000 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Maintenance Hangar 

60,000 

60,000 

60,000 

60,000 

Total FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

83,400 

83,400 

83.400 

83,400 

••Army 

83,700 

88,700 

88,700 

08,700 

Army Reserve 

KANSAS CITY 

Army Reserve Center /Land 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Total KANSAS CITY 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Air Force 

FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

Air Support Operations Center 

7,600 

7,600 

7,600 

7,600 

Total FORT KILEY, KANSAS 

7,600 

7.600 

7,600 

7,600 

••KANSAS 

103,300 

1C9.300 

109,300 

109,300 

KENTUCKY 

Army 

SLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT 

Ammunition Demilitarization Ph XII 


59, 974 

59,974 

59,974 

Total BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT 


59,974 

59,974 

59.974 

Army 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

Barracks 

23,000 

23,000 

23.000 

23, 000 

Barracks Complex 

65,000 

65.000 

65,000 

65,000 

Physical Fitness Facility 

18,500 

18,500 

19,500 

18,500 

Scout/Recce Gunnery Range 

18, 000 

13,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Unmanned Aerial vehicle Maintenance Hangar 

67 , 000 

67 , 000 

67,000 

67,000 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

247,500 

247.500 

247.500 

247,500 


State - 68 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligstionsi Authority as Enactad 

Activa, Guard and Raaarva Forces 
Inside the United States 


<$ 

State/Coaqponent/Iaatallatioo 

Thousands) 

Aufch 

Amount 

Auth Cor 
Appn Amount 

Data as of 

Appn 

Amount 

Feb 2012 

TOA 

Amount 

FORT KNOX 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 


7,000 

7,000 

7, COO 

7,000 

Battalion Complex 


48,000 

48,000 

48,000 

48,000 

Total PORT KNOX 


55,000 

S5 , 000 

55,000 

55.000 

* * Army 


302, S00 

302,500 

302,500 

302,500 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

FORT KNOX 

Replace Kingaol ve r- Pierce Elementary Schools 

38,845 

38,845 

38,845 

38, 84S 

Total FORT KNOX 


38,845 

38,845 

38,845 

38, 645 

Special Operations Command 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

SOP MH47 Aviation Facility 


43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

SOT Rotary wing Hangar 


38,900 

38,900 

38,900 

38,900 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 


81,900 

81,900 

81,900 

81.900 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

Hospital Addition/Alteration 


56,600 

56,600 

56.600 

56,600 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 


56,600 

56.600 

56,600 

S6.600 

••KENTUCKV 


479, 845 

539,819 

539,819 

539, 019 

LOUISIANA 

Army 

FORT POLK, LOUISIANA 

Brigade Complex 


23.000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Fire Station 


9.200 

9,200 

9.2C0 

0,200 

Land Acquisition 


27,000 

27,000 

27, COO 

27,000 

Military Working Dog Facility 


2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


8,300 

8,300 

8,300 

8,300 

Total FORT POLK, LOUISIANA 


70,100 

70,100 

70, 100 

70,100 

Air Force 

BARKSDALE AFB 

Mission Support Group Complex 


23,500 

23,500 

23.500 

23,500 

Total BARKSDALE AFB 


23,500 

23.500 

23,500 

23,500 

Defense Logistics Agency 

BARKSDALE AFB 

Hydrant Fuel System 


6,200 

6,200 

6,200 

6,200 

Total BARKSDALE AFB 


6,200 

6,200 

6,200 

6,200 

••LOUISIANA 


99,800 

99,800 

99, 800 

99,800 


State - 59 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Con*truction Total Obligation*! Authority a* Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Force* 

Inside the United State* 

<$ Thousand*) Data as of Feb 2012 


S tate/CowpoiMwat/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

MAINE 

Army National Guard 

BANGOR 

Readiness Center 

15,600 

15,600 

15,600 

15,600 

Total BANGOR 

15,600 

15,600 

15,600 

15,600 

BRUNSWICK 

Armed Forces Reserve Center 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Total BRUNSWICK 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

“Army National Guard 

38 , 600 

30,600 

38,600 

38,600 

“MAINE 

38,600 

30,600 

38,600 

38.600 

MARYLAND 

Army 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

Auto Technology Evaluation Pac, Pb 3 

15,500 

15,500 

15,500 

15,500 

Command and Control Facility 

63,000 

63,000 

63. 000 

63, 000 

Total ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

78.500 

78, 500 

78,500 

78,500 

FORT MEADE 

Applied Instruction Facility 

43,000 

43,000 

4 3.000 

43,000 

Brigade Complex 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

Total FORT MEADE 

79,000 

79,000 

79,000 

79,000 

••Army 

157,500 

157,500 

157,500 

157,500 

Army National Guard 

DUNDALK 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

16.000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

Total DUNDALK 

16,000 

16,000 

16, 000 

16.000 

LA PLATA 

Readiness Center 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

Total LA PLATA 

9,000 

9.00C 

9, OCO 

9,000 

WESTMINSTER 

ReadineBS Center Add/Alt 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

Total WESTMINSTER 

10,400 

10,400 

10, 400 

10,400 

•♦Army National Guard 

35,400 

35,400 

35.400 

35.400 

Navy 

INDIAN HEAD 

Decentralize Steam System 

67,779 

67,779 

67,779 

67,779 

Total INDIAN HEAD 

67,779 

67, 77 9 

67,779 

67,779 

PATUXENT RIVER 

Aircraft Prototype Facility Phase 2 

45.844 

45,844 

45,844 

45,044 

Total PATUXENT RIVER 

45.844 

45,844 

45,844 

45,844 

••Navy 

113.623 

113,623 

113,623 

113,623 


State - ?3 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Znaida tha United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S ta ta /Co*¥>onan t / Ins tal 1 atioo 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

APPO 

Amount 

TGA 

Amount 






Air National Guard 

MARTIN STATE AIRPORT 

TFI - C-27 Conversion - Squadron Operations 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

Total MARTIN STATE AIRPORT 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

National Security Agency 

FORT MEADE 

High Performance Computing Capacity Inc 1 

29, 640 

29,640 

9,640 

9,640 

Total FORT MEADE 

29,640 

29,640 

9,640 

9.640 

TriCare Management Activity 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

USAMRICD Replacement, Inc 4 


22.BS0 

22,850 

22,850 

Total ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 


22,850 

22,850 

22.8S0 

BBTHESDA NAVAL HOSPITAL 

Child Development Center Addition/Alteration 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Total BETHBSDA NAVAL HOSPITAL 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18.000 

FORT DETRICK 

USAMRIID Stage I, Inc 6 


137,600 

137,600 

137,600 

Total FORT DETRICK 


137,600 

137,600 

137,600 

Joint Baee Andrews 

Ambulatory Care Center Inc 1 

Dental Clinic Replacement 

242,900 

22,800 

154,300 

22,800 

154,300 

22,800 

154,300 

22,800 

Total Joint Base Andrews 

265,700 

177,100 

177,100 

177,100 

•♦TriCare Management Activity 

283,700 

355,550 

355,550 

355,550 

•♦MARYLAND 

624,763 

696,613 

676,613 

676,613 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Army National Guard 

NATICK 

Readiness Center 

9.0CC 

9,000 

9.000 

9,000 

Total NATICK 

9.000 

9,000 

9,000 

9, 000 

Army Reserve 

ATTLEEORO 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

Total ATTLEBORO 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

Air National Guard 

OTIS ANGB 

TFI - cNAF Beddown - Upgrade Facility 

7,800 

7,800 

7,800 

7, 000 

Total OT 13 ANGB 

7,800 

7 , SCO 

7,800 

7, 800 


State - 71 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority *• Enacted 

Activa, Guard and Reserve rorcaa 
Inside the United States 

(3 Thousand#) Data as of Feb 2012 


S tat* /Component /In# tails ti on 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency 

WESTOVER ARB 

Replace Hydrant Fuel System 

23,300 

23,300 

23,300 

23,300 

Total WESTOVER ARB 

23,300 

23,300 

23,300 

23,300 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

HAWS COM APB 

Replace Hanacom Middle School 

34,040 

34,040 

34,040 

34, 040 

Total HAHSCOM APB 

34.040 

34,040 

34,040 

34,040 

♦•MASSACHUSETTS 

96,140 

96,140 

96, 140 

96, 140 

MINNESOTA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP RIPLEY 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

8,400 

8,400 

8,400 

3,400 

Total CAMP RIPLEY 

8.40C 

8.4C0 

6,400 

8,400 

Army Reserve 

SAINT JOSEPH 

Army Reserve Center 

11,800 

11,800 

11.800 

11,800 

Total SAINT JOSEPH 

11,800 

11, 000 

11,800 

11,000 

* 'MINNESOTA 

20,200 

20,200 

20,200 

20,200 

MISSISSIPPI 

Army National Guard 

CAMP SHELBY 

Deployment Processing Facility 

12,600 

12,600 

12, 600 

12,600 

Operational Readiness Training Cmplx Phi <Bks 

27,000 

27,000 

27.000 

27,000 

Troop Housing (ORTC) Phi 

2S.OCO 

25,000 

2S.000 

25,000 

Total CAMP SHELBY 

64,600 

64 , 600 

64,600 

64,600 

Defense Logistics Agency 

COLUMBUS AFB 

Replace Refueler Parking Facility 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

Total COLUMBUS AFB 

2,600 

2, 600 

2.600 

2,600 

TriCore Management Activity 

GULFPORT 

Medical Clinic Replacement 

34.700 

34,700 

34,700 

34,700 

Total GULFPORT 

34,700 

34,700 

34.700 

34,700 

♦•MISSISSIPPI 

101,900 

101, 9C0 

101, 900 

101,900 


State - 72 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligafcional Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

j$ Thousands) Data «b of Feb 2012 


3tate/Coa«ponent/Inatallatio6 

Aufch 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

MISSOURI 

Army 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

Total FORT LEONARD WOOD 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

Army Reserve 

ST CHARLES 

Army Reserve Center 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

Total ST CHARLES 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

Air Force 

WHITEMAN AFB 

wsa Security Control Facility 

4,800 

4,800 

4,800 

4,800 

Total WHITEMAN AFB 

4,800 

4,800 

4,800 

4,800 

National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 

ARNOLD 

Data Ctr West N1 Power a Cooling Upgrade 

9,253 

9.253 

9,253 

9.253 

Total ARNOLD 

9,253 

9,253 

9,253 

9,253 

** MISSOURI 

82.053 

82,053 

82.0SJ 

82,053 

NEBRASKA 

Army National Guard 

GRAND ISLAND 

Readiness Center 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

Total GRAND ISLAND 

22,000 

22,000 

22.000 

22,000 

MEAD 

Readiness Center 

9,100 

9,100 

9,100 

9, 100 

Tonal mead 

9,100 

9,100 

9,100 

9,100 

►♦Army National Guard 

31,100 

31,100 

31, 100 

31,100 

Air Force 

OFFUTT AFB 

STRATCOM Replacement Facility Incr 1 

564,000 

120,000 

120,000 

120,000 

Total OFFUTT AFB 

564,000 

120,000 

120,000 

120,000 

•♦NEBRASKA 

595,100 

151,100 

151, 100 

151, 100 

NEVADA 

Army National Guard 

LAS VEGAS 

Field Maintenance Shop 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Total LAS VEGAS 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23, 000 


State - 73 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*!. Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

{9 Thousands} Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Co^ponent/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Kp-pn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






Air Force 

NELLIS AFD 

Communications Network Control Center 

F-3S Add/ A Iter Engine Shop 

P-35A AGE Facility 

11,600 

2,750 

21,500 

11,600 

2,750 

21,500 

11,600 

2,750 

21,500 

11,600 

2,750 

21,500 

Total NELLIS AFB 

35 , 85Q 

35,050 

35,850 

35,850 

» * NEVADA 

53,850 

58,850 

58,850 

58,850 

NEW JERSEY 

Army National Guard 

LAXEHURST 

Army Aviation Suport Facility 

49,000 

49,000 

49, 000 

49,000 

Total LAKEHURST 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

♦♦NEW JERSEY 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

NEW MEXICO 

Army National Guard 

SANTA FE 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

5,200 

5,200 

5,230 

5,200 

Total SANTA FE 

5,200 

5,200 

5.200 

5,200 

Air Force 

CANNON AFB 

ADAL Wastewater Treatment Plant 

Dormitory (96 RM) 

7,598 

15,000 

7,598 

15,000 

7,598 

15,000 

7,598 

15,000 

Total CANNON APB 

22,598 

22,598 

22.598 

22,598 

HOLLOMAN AFB 

Child Development Center 

F- 16 Academic Facility 

F- 16 SEAD Training Facility 

Parallel Taxiway 07/25 

11,200 

5,800 

4,200 

0,000 

11,200 

5,800 

4,200 

8,000 

11,200 

5,800 

4,200 

8,000 

11,200 

5,800 

4,200 

9,000 

Total HOLLOMAN AFB 

29,230 

29,200 

29.200 

29,200 

KIRTLAND AFB 

AFNWC Sustainment Center 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

Total KIRTLAND AFB 

25,000 

25,000 

25.000 

25,000 

♦•Air Force 

76,798 

76,798 

76, 790 

76.798 

Special Operations Command 

CANNON AFB 

SOF ADAL Simulator Facility 

SOF Aircraft Maintenance Squadron Facility 

SOF Apron And Taxiway 

SOF C- 130 Squadron Operations Facility 

SOF C- 130 Wash Rack Hangar 

SOF Hangar Aircraft Maintenance Unit 

9.600 

15,000 

28,100 

10,941 

10,856 

41.200 

9,600 

15,000 

28,100 

10,941 

10 , B56 
41,200 

9,600 

15,000 

28,100 

10,941 

10,856 

41,200 

9,600 
15,000 
28,100 
10, 941 
10,856 
41,200 


State - ?4 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Con* traction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

t$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/CaMq?on*nt/lnat*ll*tion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth For 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TGA 

Amount 

SQF Squadron Operations Facility 

17,300 

17,300 

17,300 

17,300 

Total CANNON AFB 

132,997 

132,997 

132,997 

132,997 

•♦NEW MEXICO 

214,995 

214,995 

214,995 

214.995 

NEW YORK 

Army 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

Ammunition Supply Point 

5,700 

5,700 

5,700 

5,700 

Chapel 

7,600 

7,600 

7,600 

7,600 

Total FORT DRUM. NEW YORX 

13,300 

33,300 

13 . 30Q 

13,300 

Army Reserve 

SCHENECTADY 

Army Reserve Center 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

Total SCHENECTADY 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20, 000 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

Dental clinic Addition/Alteration 

4,700 

4 , 7C0 

4,700 

4,700 

Medical Clime 

15.700 

15,700 

15,700 

15,700 

Total FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

20,400 

20,400 

20,400 

20,400 

♦•NEW YORK 

53,700 

53,700 

53,700 

S3. 700 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Army 

FORT BRAGG 

Access Roads, f>h 2 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Battle Command Training Center 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Brigade Complex Facilities 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

49,000 

NCO Academy 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

42.000 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Maintenance Hangar 

54,000 

54,000 

54.000 

54,000 

Total FORT BRAGG 

186.000 

186.000 

186,000 

186,000 

Army National Guard 

GREENSBORO 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

3.700 

3,700 

3,700 

3,700 

Total GREENSBORO 

3,700 

3,700 

3,700 

3,700 

Army Reserve 

GREENSBORO 

Army Reserve Cer.ter/Land 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

Total GREENSBORO 

19,000 

19, 000 

19,000 

19.000 

Navy 

CAMP LEJEUNE , NORTH CAROLINA 

2nd Combat Engineer Maintenance/Ops Complex 

75,214 

75,214 

75,214 

75,214 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters • Wallace Creek 

27,439 

27,439 

27,439 

27,439 

Base Entry Point and Road 

01,003 

81,008 

81,008 

91,008 

Squad Battle Course 

16.821 

16,821 

16,821 

16,821 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

2C0, 482 

200,482 

200, 482 

200,482 


State 


75 
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unclassified 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Force* 

Inaid* the 0nit*d States 

(5 Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


Siate/Comjxmeot/Ina tallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 

H'l Helicopter Gearbox Repair & Test Facility 

17,760 

17,760 

17.760 

17,760 

Total CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 

17,760 

17,760 

17,760 

17,760 

NEW RIVER 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar and Apron 

69,511 

69,511 

69,511 

69,511 

Ordnance Loading Area Additiion 

9,419 

9.419 

9,419 

9,419 

Total NEW RIVER 

78 , 93C 

78.930 

78,930 

78,930 

••Navy 

297.172 

257, 172 

297, 172 

297, 172 

Air Force 

POPE AFO 

C-130 Flight Simulator 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

Total POPE AFB 

6,000 

6,000 

6, 000 

6, 00 0 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

FORT BRAGG 

Replace District Super in Cendant ' s Office 

3.138 

3,138 

3,138 

3,138 

Total FORT BRAGG 

3.138 

3,138 

3, 138 

3,138 

NEW RIVER 

Replace Delalio Elementary School 

22,687 

22,687 

22,687 

22,687 

Total NEW RIVER 

22.687 

22,687 

22,687 

22,697 

••Department ot Defense Dependent Education 

25,825 

25,825 

25,825 

25,825 

Special Operations Command 

CAMP LEJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 

SOP Armory Facility Expansion 

6.670 

6,670 

6,670 

6,670 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

6,670 

6,670 

6,670 

6,670 

FORT BRAGG 

SOF Administrative Annex 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

SOF Battalion Operations Complex 

23.478 

23,478 

23,478 

23,478 

SOF Battalion Operations Facility 

41,000 

41,000 

41,000 

41,000 

SOF Brigade Headquarters 

19,000 

19.000 

19,000 

19,000 

SOF Communications Training Complex 

10,758 

10,758 

10,758 

10,758 

SOF Entry Control Point 

2.3CC 

2,300 

2,300 

2,300 

SOF Group Headquarters 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

SOF Squadron HQ Addition 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Total FORT BRAGG 

145,536 

145,536 

145,536 

145,536 

POPE AFB 

SOF Training Facility 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

Total POPE AFB 

5,400 

5, 400 

5, 400 

5,400 

•♦Special Operations Command 

157. 606 

157,606 

157,606 

157,606 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority aa Knactad 

Active , Guard and Raaarra Forcas 
Inaida tha Uni tad Stataa 

($ Thousands) Data aa o£ Feb 202 


Stata/CCBponant/Xnsfcallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






TriCare Management Activity 

FORT BRAGG 

Hospital Alteration 

57,500 

57,600 

57,600 

57,600 

Total FORT BRAGG 

57,600 

57,600 

57,600 

57,600 

‘•NORTH CAROLINA 

752,903 

752,903 

752,903 

752,903 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Air Force 

MINOT AFS 

8' 52 3-Bay Conventional Munitions Maintenance 

B» 52 Two-Bay phase Maintenance Dock 

Dormitory (166 Rrt) 

11,800 

34.000 

22.000 

11,800 

34.000 

22.000 

11. 8C0 

34, COO 
22,000 

1 1 , 80 0 

34 . 000 

22.000 

Total MINOT AF8 

67,800 

67, 800 

67,800 

67,800 

“NORTH DAKOTA 

67,800 

67,800 

67,800 

67,300 

OHIO 

Air National Guard 

SPRINGFIELD BECJCLEY-MAP 

Alter predator Operations Center 

6,700 

6,700 

6,700 

6.7C0 

Total SPRINGFIELD BECKLEY-MAP 

6,700 

6,700 

6,700 

6.700 

Defense Logistics Agency 

COLUMBUS 

Security Enhancements 

10,000 

10.000 

10,000 

10,000 

Total COLUMBUS 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

“OHIO 

16,700 

16. 700 

16,700 

16,700 

OKLAHOMA 

Army 

FORT SILL 

Battle Command Training Center 

Chapel 

Physical Fitness Facility 

Rail Deployment Facility 

Reception Station, Ph l 

THAAD Instruction Facility 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

23.000 
13,200 

25.000 
3,400 

36.000 

33.000 

51.000 

23.000 
13,200 

25.000 
3,400 

36.000 

33.000 

51.000 

23.000 
13,200 

25.000 
3,400 

36.000 

33.000 

51.000 

23.000 
13,200 

25.000 
3,400 

36.000 

33.000 

51.000 

Total FORT SILL 

164,600 

184,600 

184,600 

184,600 

MCALESTER 

Ammunition Loading Pads 

Railroad Tracks 

1.700 

6,300 

1, 700 

6, 300 

1,700 

6,300 

1,700 

6, 300 

Total MCALESTER 

8,000 

8,000 

9,000 

8,000 

“Army 

192,600 

192,600 

192,600 

192, 60C 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Xnactad 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coaponent/Inatallafcion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






Array National Guard 

CAMP GRUBER 

Live Fire Shoot House 

Upgrade- Combined Arms Collective Training Fac 

3,000 

10,361 

3.000 

10,361 

3,000 

10,361 

3,000 

10,361 

Total CAMP GRUBER 

13,361 

13,361 

13,361 

13,361 

Defense Logistics Agency 

ALTUS AFB 

Replace Fuel Transfer Pipeline 

8,200 

8,200 

8,200 

8,200 

Total ALTUS AFB 

8,200 

8,200 

8,200 

8,200 

* *OXLAKOMA 

214,161 

214,161 

214,161 

214,161 

OREGON 

Army National Guard 

THE DALLES 

Readiness Center 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

TotAl THE DALLES 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

• * OREGON 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

13.800 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Navy Reserve 

PITTSBURGH 

Armed Forces Reserve Center - Pittsburgh 

13,759 

13,759 

13,759 

13,759 

Total PITTSBURGH 

13,759 

13,759 

13,759 

13,759 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DEF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

Replace General Purpose Warehouse 

Upgrade Access Control Points 

25.500 

17 . 500 

25.500 

17.500 

25.500 

17.500 

25.500 

17.500 

Total DEF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

43,000 

PHILADELPHIA 

Upgrade HVAC System 

8,000 

8,000 

8,000 

9,000 

Total PHILADELPHIA 

8,000 

8,000 

8,000 

8,000 

•♦Defense Logistics Agency 

51,000 

51.000 

51,000 

51,000 

** PENNSYLVANIA 

64,759 

64,759 

64,759 

64,759 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Army 

FORT JACKSON 

Modified Record Fire Range 

Trainee Barracks Con^lex, Ph 2 

4,900 

59.000 

4,900 

59,000 

4,900 

59,000 

4,900 

59,000 

Total FORT JACKSON 

63,900 

63,900 

63, 900 

63,900 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Enactad 

Active, Guard and Raaarve For cos 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S t«te/Coo$>onant/Xfi»tallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army National Guard 

ALLENDALE 

Readiness center Add/Alt 

4,300 

4,300 

4,300 

4,300 

Total ALLENDALE 

4,300 

4.300 

4,300 

4,300 

Army Reserve 

ORANGEBURG 

Army Reserve Center/Land 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

Total ORANGEBURG 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

12, 000 

Navy 

BEAUFORT 

Vertical Landing Pads 

21,096 

21,096 

21,096 

21.096 

Total BEAUFORT 

21,096 

21.096 

21, 096 

21,096 

Air Force Reserve 

CHARLESTON AFB 

TFI Red Horse Readiness & Trng Center 

9,593 

9,593 

9,593 

9,593 

Total CHARLESTON APB 

9 , S93 

9,593 

9,593 

9,593 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Joint Base Charleston 

Replace Fuel Storage & Distribution Facility 

24,868 

24,860 

24,868 

24,868 

Total Joint Base Charleston 

24,868 

24,068 

24,868 

24,868 

** SOUTH CAROLINA 

135,757 

135.757 

135, 7S7 

135,757 

TENNESSEE 

Navy Reserve 

MEMPHIS 

Reserve Training Center - Memphis 

7.949 

7.949 

7, 949 

7.349 

Total MEMPHIS 

7.949 

7,949 

7, 949 

7,949 

* ‘TENNESSEE 

7.949 

7,949 

7.949 

7,949 

TEXAS 

Army 

FORT BLISS 

Applied instruction Building 

8.300 

8,300 

8,300 

8,300 

Barracks Complex 

13 , COO 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Electronics Maintenance Facility 

14,600 

14 . 600 

14,600 

14,600 

Infrastructure 

11,600 

11,600 

14,600 

14,600 

JLENS Tactical Training Facility 

39,000 

39,000 

39, 000 

39.000 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

14,600 

14,600 

14,600 

14,600 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

Water Well, Potable 

2,400 

2 , 400 

2,400 

2,400 

Total FORT BLISS 

122.500 

122,500 

125,500 

125,500 

FORT HOOD, TEXAS 

Operational Readiness Training Complex 

51,000 

51,000 

51,000 

51,000 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Maintenance Hangar 

47,000 

47.000 

47,000 

47,000 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

15,500 

15,500 

15,500 

15 , S00 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

18,500 

18,500 

18,500 

18,500 

Total FORT HOOD, TEXAS 

132,000 

132,000 

132, 0 00 

132,000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! 

Authority u 

Snactad 


Active, Guard and Ra servo Forces 

Inside the United Stfctes 
($ Thousands) 

Data as of 

Feb 2012 

State/ Compo nan t / I a s tal lation 

Aufch 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






joint Base San Antonio 

Vehicle Maintenance Facility 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

10, 400 

Total Joint Base San Antonio 

10,400 

10, 400 

10,400 

10,400 

RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

Maneuver Systems Sustainment Ctr, Ph 3 

44,000 

44,000 

44,000 

44,000 

Total RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

44,000 

44,000 

44,000 

44 , 000 

••Army 

338,900 

3 0B, 900 

311.900 

311, 900 

Air Force 

joint Base San Antonio 

Adv indiv Training (AIT) Barracks (300 
BMT Recruit Dormitory 4, Phase IV 

RM) 46.000 

64,000 

46.000 

64.000 

46.000 

64.000 

46,000 
64 , QCQ 

Total Joint Base San Antonio 

110,000 

110,000 

110,000 

110, COO 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT BLISS 

Hospital Replacement Incr 3 


86,700 

86,700 

86.700 

Total FORT BLISS 


86.700 

86,700 

86, 700 

Joint Base San Antonio 

Ambulatory Care Center Phase 3 Incr 161,300 

Hospital Nutrition Care Department Add/Alt 33,000 

80,600 

33,000 

80,600 

33,000 

80,600 

33,000 

Total Joint Base San Antonio 

194, 30C 

113.600 

113,600 

113,600 

►•TriCare Management Activity 

194,300 

200,300 

200, 300 

200,300 

••TEXAS 

613,200 

619,200 

622,200 

622,200 

UTAH 

Army 

DUGWAY PROVING GROUND 

Life Sciences Test Facility Addition 

32,000 

32, GOO 

32,000 

32,000 

Total DUGWAY PROVING GROUND 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

Army National Guard 

CAMP WILLIAMS 

Multi Purpose Machine Gun Range 

6.500 

6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

Total CAMP WILLIAMS 

6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

Air Force 

HILL APB 

F-22 System Support Facility 

16,500 

16,500 

16,500 

16,500 

Total HILL AFS 

16,500 

16,500 

16. 500 

16,500 

National Security Agency 

CAMP WILLIAMS 

IC CNCI Data Center 1 Inc 3 


166,401 

166,401 

166,401 

Total CAMP WILLIAMS 


166,401 

166,401 

166,401 

* * UTAH 

55,000 

221,401 

221,401 

221,401 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TX 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
inside the United State* 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


St*t«/Co*j>cn*nt/ln*t*li*tion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

VIRGINIA 

Army 

FORT BEL VO IS 

Information Dominance Center, Ph 1 

52, 000 

52,000 

52,000 

52,000 

Road and Inf raatucture Improvements 

25,000 


25,000 

25 , 000 

Total FORT BELVOIR 

•77,000 

52,000 

77,000 

77,000 

Joint Base Langley-Eustis 

Aviation Training Facility 

26.000 

26, 000 

26,000 

26,000 

Total Joint Base Langley- EuBtis 

26.000 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

••Array 

103,000 

78,000 

103,000 

103,000 

Array National Guard 

FORT PICKETT 

Combined Arms Collective Training Facility 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Total FORT PICKETT 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Navy 

NORFOLX 

Bachelor Quarters, Horoeport Ashore 

81,304 

81,304 

81,304 

01,304 

Decentralize Steam System 

26,924 

26,924 

26.924 

26.924 

Total NORFOLK 

108, 22B 

108,228 

108,228 

108,228 

PORTSMOUTH 

Controlled Industrial Facility 

74,864 

74,864 

74,864 

74,064 

Total PORTSMOUTH 

74,864 

74,864 

74,864 

74,064 

QUANT I CO 

Academic Instruction Facility 

75,304 

75.304 

75,304 

7S.304 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

31,374 

31,374 

31,374 

31,374 

Embassy Security Group Facilities 

27,079 

27,079 

27,079 

27, 079 

Enlisted Dining Facility 

5,034 

5,034 

5,034 

S, 034 

Realign Purvis Rd/Rusaell Rd Intersection 

6,442 

6,442 

6,442 

6,442 

The Basic School Student Quarters * Phase 6 

28,486 

20.488 

28,488 

28,498 

Waste Water Treatment Plant - UPSHUR 

9, 969 

9,969 

9.969 

9, 969 

Total QUANTICO 

183,690 

183,690 

183,690 

183,690 

••Navy 

366,782 

366,782 

366,782 

366,782 

Air Force 

Joint Base Langley-Eustis 

AIT Barracks Complex, Ph 2 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

Total Joint Base Langley-Eustis 

SO, CCO 

50,000 

50.000 

50,000 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

CHARLOTTESVILLE 

Remote Delivery Facility 

10,805 

10,805 

10,805 

10,805 

Total CHARLOTTESVILLE 

10,805 

10,805 

10,805 

10,005 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 20X2 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

(I Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Department o£ Defense Dependent Education 

DAMLGREN 

Dahlgren 8/ MS School Addition 

1,988 

1,988 

1,988 

1,988 

Total DAHLGREN 

1,988 

1,988 

1, 998 

1,988 

Defense Security Service 

QUANT ICO 

DSS Headquarters Addition 

42,729 

42,727 

42,727 

42,727 

Defense Access Road Improvements -Telegraph Rd 

4,000 

4,000 

4,000 

4,000 

Total QUANTICO 

46,727 

46,727 

46,727 

46,727 

National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 

PORT BELVOIR 

Technology Center Third Floor Fit-out 

54,625 

54,625 

54,625 

54,625 

Total FORT BELVOIR 

54.625 

54,625 

54.625 

54,625 

Special Operations Command 

DAM NECK 

SQF Building Renovation 

3,814 

3.814 

3,9X4 

3,914 

SOF logistic Support Facility 

14,402 

14.402 

14.402 

14,402 

SOP Military working Dog Facility 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

Total DAM NECK 

23.116 

23,116 

23, 116 

23,116 

Joint Expeditionary Base Little Creek - Story 

SOF Seal Team Operations Facility 

37,000 

37,000 

37,000 

37,000 

Total Joint Expeditionary Base Little Cteek 

37,000 

37,000 

37,000 

37,000 

** Special Operations Command 

60, 116 

60,116 

60, 116 

60,116 

Washington Headquarters Services 

PENTAGON 

Heliport Control Tcwer/Fire Station 

6,457 

6,457 

6,457 

6,457 

Pentagon Memorial Pedestrian Plaza 

2.285 

2,285 

2,285 

2,285 

Total PENTAGON 

8,742 

B, 742 

8,742 

8,742 

“VIRGINIA 

713,785 

688,785 

713,785 

713,785 

WASHINGTON 

Army 

Joint Base Lewis -McChord 

Air Support operations Facilities 

7,300 

7,300 

7,300 

7,300 

Aviation Complex, Ph IB 

48,000 

48,000 

48,000 

48, C0O 

Aviation Unit Complex, Ph 1A 

34,000 

34, COO 

34 , 0CC 

34,000 

Battalion Complex 

59,000 

59,000 

5 9, 000 

59, 000 

Brigade Complex, Ph 2 

56,000 

S6.000 

56,000 

56,000 

Infrastructure, Ph 1 

64,000 

64 , 000 

64,000 

$4,000 

Operational Readiness Training Cplx, Ph 1 

26,000 

7.6,000 

28, O00 

28,000 

Total Joint Base Lewis -McChord 

296.300 

296,300 

296,300 

296.300 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a« Enacted 

Active. Guard and Kesarve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/ Compo nen t / In a tell* tion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Navy 

BREMERTON 

Integrated Dry Dock Water Treatment Fac Ph 1 

13.341 

13,341 

13,341 

13,341 

Total BREMERTON 

13,341 

13,341 

13, 341 

13,341 

KITSAP 

EHH Security Force Facility (Bangor) 

25,948 

25,948 

25,948 

25.948 

Explosives Handling Wharf 02 (INC) 

715,000 

78,002 

76,002 

78,002 

Waterfront Restricted Area vehicle Barriers 

17.094 

17,094 

17,894 

17,894 

Total KITSAP 

758.842 

321,844 

121,844 

121,844 

**Navy 

772,183 

135.185 

135, 185 

135,185 

Air Force 

FAIRCHILD AFB 

SERE Force Support Ph 2 

14,000 

14,000 

14,000 

14,000 

Wing Headquarters 

13,600 

13.60C 

13,600 

13,600 

Total FAIRCHILD AFB 

27,600 

27,600 

27,600 

27,600 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Joint Base Lewis -McChord 

Replace Fuel Distribution Facilities 

14,000 

14.000 

14. 000 

14,000 

Total Joint Base Lewis -McChord 

14,000 

14,000 

14, 000 

14,000 

WHIDBEY ISLAND 

Replace Fuel Pipeline 

25,000 

2S,OC0 

25,000 

25,000 

Total WHIDSEY ISLAND 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

••Defense Logistics Agency 

39.000 

39,000 

39,000 

39,000 

Special Operations Command 

Joint Base Lewis-McChord 

SOF Company Operations Facility 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

Total Joint Base Lewis-McChord 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

••WASHINGTON 

1,156,083 

519,085 

519,085 

519,085 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Army National Guard 

BUCKHANNON 

Readiness Center Phi 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Total BUCKHANNON 

10,000 

10. 000 

10, 000 

10,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 

CAMP DAWSON 

Replace Hydrant Fuel System 

2,200 

7,200 

2,200 

2,200 

Total CAMP DAWSON 

2. 200 

2,200 

2,200 

2,200 

••WEST VIRGINIA 

12.200 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority a* Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

f? Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Xnatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

WISCONSIN 

Army National Guard. 

CAMP WILLIAMS 

Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

Total CAMP WILLIAMS 

7,000 

7, OOC 

7, COO 

7,000 

Army Reserve 

FORT MCCOY 

Automated Record Fire Range 

4,600 

4,600 

4,600 

4,600 

Container Loading Facility 

5,300 

5,300 

$.300 

5,300 

Modified Record Fire Known Distance Range 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

NCOA Phase III - Billeting 

12.000 

12, ODD 

12, 000 

12,000 

Total FORT MCCOY 

27,300 

27,300 

27. 300 

27.300 

••WISCONSIN 

34,300 

34,300 

34, 300 

34,300 

WYOMING 

Army National Guard 

CHEYENNE 

Readiness Center 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

Total CHEYENNE 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

••WYOMING 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

rr 2012 Military Construction Total Qbligational Authority as Enacted 

Aotiva, Guard and Rosorva Force* 

Inside the United States 

(9 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Camponent/lnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth Cor 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TCA 

Amount 






Totals 

Army 

3, <83, 771 

3,401,771 

3,429,771 

3,429,771 

Navy 

2,630,228 

1,993,230 

1,993.230 

1,993,230 

Air Force 

1,362,855 

997,955 

997,855 

997,855 

Defense-Wide 

2,131,06 

2,407,559 

2,387,559 

2, 387, 559 

Inside the United states 

9,608,350 

a,aoo,<i5 

8, 808, 415 

8,808,415 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Snactad 

Active, Guard and Reservo Forces 
Specified Outaida the United States 



<$ Thousands) 


Data as o £ Feb 2012 

State/Co*po»ent/In*tallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 


■Project Name- 


AFGHANISTAN 

Army 

BAGRAH AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 


Barracks, Ph S 

Construct Drainage System, Ph 3 

Entry Control Point 

29.000 

31.000 

20.000 

29. 000 

31.000 

20.000 

29.000 

31.000 

20. 000 

29. 000 

31.000 

20.000 

Total BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

00,000 

00,000 

80,000 

80, 000 

••AFGHANISTAN 

80,000 

80,000 

80,000 

80,000 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

Navy 

SW ASIA 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

Waterfront Development Phase 4 

55,010 

55,010 

55,010 

45,194 

55,010 

45,194 

Total SW ASIA 

55,010 

55,010 

100,204 

100,204 

••BAHRAIN ISLAND 

55,010 

55,010 

100,204 

100.204 

BELGIUM 

Daf enae-wide 

BRUSSELS 

NATO Headquarters Facility 



24,118 

24,118 

Total BRUSSELS 



24,118 

24,118 

• * BELGIUM 



24,118 

24,118 

DIEGO GARCIA 

Navy 

DIEGO GARCIA 

Potable Water Plant Modernization 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

Total DIEGO GARCIA 

35,444 

35,444 

35.444 

35.444 

••DIEGO GARCIA 

35-444 

35,444 

35,444 

35,444 

GERMANY 

Army 

GRAFENWOEHR 

Barracks 

Chapel 

Convoy Live fire Range 

17.500 

15.500 
S,000 

17.500 

15. 500 
5,000 

17.500 

15.500 
5.000 

17.500 

15.500 
5,000 

Total GRAFENWOEHR 

38,000 

38,000 

38,000 

38,000 

LANDSTUHL 

Satellite Communications center 

Satellite Communications Center 

24.000 

39.000 

24.000 

39.000 

24.000 

39.000 

24.000 

39.000 

Total LANDSTUHL 

63,000 

63,000 

63,000 

63,000 

OBERDACMSTETTKN 

Automated Record Fire Range 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

Total oberdachstetten 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 


State * 86 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FI 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United State* 

{9 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth Ruth for Appn TOA 


8tate/Co«ponent/Io* tallation 


Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

STUTTGART 

Access Control Point 


12,200 

12.200 

12,200 

12,200 

Total STUTTGART 


12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

VILSECK 

Barracks 


20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20, 000 

Total VILSECK 


20,000 

20,000 

20.000 

20, 000 

* *Army 


145,400 

145,400 

145,400 

145,400 

***FAM2LT HOUSING*** 

Amy 

GRAFENWOEHR 

Family Housing New Construction 

(26 units) 

{13,000} 

(13,000} 

{13.000} 

{13,000} 

Total GRAFENWOEHR 

FAMILY HOUSING 


{13,000} 

{13,000} 

{13,000} 

{13.000} 

ILLESHEIM 

Family Housing Replacement Const ru 

c ( 80 units) 

{41,000} 

{41,000} 

{41,000} 

{41,000} 

Total ILLESHEIM 

FAMILY HOUSING 


{41,000} 

{41,000} 

{41,000} 

{41,000} 

VILSECK 

Family Housing New Construction 

(22 units) 

{12,000} 

{12,000} 

{12,000} 

{12,000} 

Total VILSECK 

FAMILY HOUSING 


{12,000} 

{12,000} 

(12,000) 

{12,000} 

* ‘Army 


{66,000} 

{66,000} 

{66,000} 

{$6,000} 

Air Force 

RAMSTEIN AB 

Domitory (192 RM) 


34,697 

34,697 

34,697 

34,697 

Total RAMSTEIN AB 


34.697 

34,697 

34,697 

34.697 

Defense information Systems Agency 
STUTTGART -PATCH BARRACKS 

DISA Europe Facility Upgrades 


2,434 

2,434 

2.434 

2,434 

Total STUTTGART- PATCH BARRACKS 


2,434 

2.434 

2.434 

2,434 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

ANS8ACH 

Anabach Middle/High School Addition 

11,672 

11,672 

11.672 

11.672 

Total ANSBACH 


11,672 

11,672 

11,672 

11,672 

BAUMHOLDER 

Replace Wetzel -Smith Elementary Schools 

59,419 

59,419 

59,419 

59,419 

Total BAUMHOLDER 


59,419 

59,419 

59.419 

59,419 

GRAFENWOEHR 

Netzaberg MS School Addition 


6,529 

6,529 

6, S29 

6,529 

Total GRAFENWOEHR 


6,529 

6,52 9 

6,529 

6,529 


State - 8i 


UNCLASSIFIED 



333 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority a« Enacted 

Aetiva, Guard and Reserve Fores* 

Specified Outside the United States 

($ Thousands) Oats as Of Feb 2012 


Stete/Coaponent/lnstalletion 

Aufch 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

ApP n 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

SPANGDAHLEM AB 

Replace Bitburg Elementary School 

Replace Bitburg Middle & High School 

41,876 

87,167 

41,876 

87,167 

41,876 

87, 167 

41,876 

87,167 

Total SPANGDAHLEM AB 

129,043 

129,043 

129,043 

129,043 

••Department of Defense Dependent Education 

206,663 

206,663 

206,663 

206.663 

TriCare Management Activity 

RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 

Medical Center Replacement Incr 1 

750,000 

70,592 

70,592 

70,592 

Total RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 

750,000 

70, 592 

70, 592 

70,592 

*» GERMANY 

FAMILY HOUSING 

1, 139, 194 
{66,000} 

459, 786 
{66,000} 

459,786 

{66.000} 

459,786 

{66,000} 

GREENLAND 

Air Force 

THULE AB 

Dormitory {72 PN) 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

Total THULE AB 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

• * GREENLAND 

26,000 

28.000 

28,000 

28,000 

GUAM 

Air Force 

Joint Region Marianas 

Air Freight Terminal Complex 

Guam Strike Clear Water Rinse Facility 

Guam Strike Conventional Munitions Maintenanc 
Guam Strike Fuel Systems Maintenance Hangar 

PRTC Combat Communications Combat Support 

PRTC Combat Communications Transmission Syat 
PRTC Red Horse Cantonment Operations Facility 

35.000 
7,500 

11,700 

9,800 

5,600 

14.000 

35.000 
7,500 

11,700 

9,800 

5.600 

14.000 (. 

35.000 
7.500 

11,700 

64.000 
9,800 
5,600 

14.000 

35.000 
7.5CC 

11,700 

64.000 
9,800 
5,600 

14.000 

Total Joint Region Marianas 

83,600 

83,600 

147,600 

147,600 

••GUAM 

83,600 

83,600 

147,600 

147,600 

ITALY 

Air Force 

SIGONBLLA 

UAS SATCOM Relay Pads and Facility 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

Total SIGONBLLA 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

Department of Defense Dependent Educat ten 

VICENZA 

Replace Vicenza High School 

41,864 

41,864 

41,864 

41, 064 

Total VICENZA 

41,864 

41,864 

41,064 

41,864 

** ITALY 

56,864 

56,864 

56,864 

56,864 


State - 88 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FX 2012 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Enacted 

Active., Guard and Reaarve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


StatWCawpanant/Icatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth foe 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

JAPAN 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

YOKOTA AB 

Replace Temp Claasrm/Joeri X. Mendel ES 

12,236 

12,236 

12,236 

12.236 

Replace Yokota High. School 

49,606 

49,606 

49,606 

49,606 

Total YOKOTA AG 

61,842 

61,842 

61,842 

61,842 

« ‘JAPAN 

61,942 

61.842 

61,842 

61,842 

KOREA 

Army 

CAMP CARROLL 

Barracks 

41,000 

41. COO 

41. COO 

41,000 

Total CAMP CARROLL 

41.000 

41,000 

41,000 

41 , 000 

CAMP HENRY 

Barracks Complex 

48,000 

48,000 

48,000 

48, 000 

Total CAMP HENRY 

4 B , 00C 

48, O00 

48.000 

48,000 

♦■Army 

89,000 

89.000 

99 . 000 

89, CC0 

Air Force 

OSAN AB 

Dormitory {ISC. RM) 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Total OSAN AB 

23.000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

♦♦KOREA 

112.000 

112,000 

112,000 

112,000 

PUERTO RICO 

Army National Guard 

FORT BUCHANAN 

Readiness Center 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

57,000 

Total FORT BUCHANAN 

57.000 

57,000 

57.000 

57,000 

♦ * PUERTO RICO 

57,000 

57.000 

57.000 

57,000 

UNITED KINGDOM 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

ROYAL AIR FORCE ALCONB’JRY 

Replace Alconbury High School 

35, 030 

35,030 

35.030 

35.030 

Tonal ROYAL AIR FORCE ALCONBURY 

35,030 

35.030 

35,030 

36.030 

National Security Agency 

MENWITH HILL STATION 

MHS PSC Construction Generator Plant 

68,601 

68,601 

68,601 

68, 601 

Total MENWITH HILL STATION 

68,601 

68,601 

68,601 

68,601 

♦♦UNITED KINGDOM 

103,631 

103,631* 

103,631 

103,631 


State - 99 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

F3f 2012 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Kaierva Forcas 
Specified Outside the United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/Coapenant/Xnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

DJIBOUTI 

Navy 

CAMP LEMON! ER, DJIBOUTI 

Aircraft Logistics Apron 

35,170 

35,170 

35.170 

35,170 

Bachelor Quarters 

43,529 

43,529 

43,529 

43,529 

Taxiway Enhancement 

10,800 

10,800 

10,800 

10,800 

Total CAMP LEMON I ER, DJIBOUTI 

89,499 

89,499 

89,499 

89.499 

‘♦DJIBOUTI 

89,499 

89,499 

89,499 

89,499 


State - 90 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASS IFI ED 


FI 2012 Military Construction Total Obliflational Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Out 3 i do the United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coaponant/Installation 
Project Name- 


Auth for 
Appn Amount 


Appn 

Amount 


TOA 

Amount 


Totals 


Army 

FAMILY HOUSING 

371,400 

{66,000} 

371,400 

{66,000} 

371,400 

{66,000} 

371,400 

{66,000} 

Navy 

179,953 

179, 953 

22$, 147 

225, 147 

Air Force 

184,297 

104,297 

249,297 

240,297 

Defense-wide 

1,166,434 

407,026 

511.144 

511, 144 

Specified Outside the United States 

FAMILY HOUSING 

1,902,084 

{66,000} 

1,222,676 

{66,000} 

1,355,988 

{66,000} 

1, 355, 980 
{66,000} 


State - 91 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority ao Enaotad 

Acttva , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

USA-121 i FORT GILLEM, GA 

Army 

8.903 

8,903 

8, 903 

8,903 

Total USA- 121: FORT GILLEM, GA 

8,903 

8,903 

8,903 

8,903 

USA-222: FORT MCPHERSON, GA 

Army 

9. 921 

9.921 

9,921 

9, 921 

Total USA- 222: FORT MCPHERSON. GA 

9,921 

9,921 

9, 921 

9,921 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

Army 

Air Force 

32,298 

828 

32,298 

828 

32,298 

828 

32,298 

828 

Total PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

33.126 

33. 126 

33, 126 

33, 126 

USA- 223: FORT MONMOUTH, NJ 

Army 

21,908 

21,908 

21,908 

21,908 

Total USA-223: FORT MONMOUTH. NJ 

21,908 

21,908 

21,908 

21.9C8 

USA-36: RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

Army 

1.207 

1,207 

1 , 2C7 

1,207 

Total USA- 36 : RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

1,207 

1,207 

1,207 

1,207 

USA- 113: PORT MONROE, VA 

Army 

23.601 

23.601 

23,601 

23,601 

Total USA- 113: FORT MONROE, VA 

23.601 

23,601 

23,601 

23,601 

USA- 242: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 

Army 

259 

259 

259 

259 

Total USA- 24 2: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 

2S9 

259 

259 

259 

USA-63: U.S. ARMY GARRISON (SELFRIDGE) 

Army 

1.609 

1.609 

1,609 

1,609 

Total USA- 63: U.S. ARMY GARRISON ,'SELFP.IDGE 

1,609 

1,609 

1, 609 

1,609 

USA- 167: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - NE 

Army 

250 

2S0 

250 

250 

Total USA- 167: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - N 

250 

250 

250 

250 

USA- 166: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - NW 

Army 

1.000 

1,000 

1,000 

1.000 

Total USA- 166: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - N 

1 , 000 

1.000 

1,000 

1,000 

USA -131- USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL -SE 

Army 

250 

250 

250 

250 

Total USA 131: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL -SE 

250 

250 

250 

250 

USA- 168: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - SW 

Army 

250 

2sa 

250 

250 

Total USA- 168: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - S 

250 

250 

250 

250 


State - 92 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a* Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


State/Component/Xnetallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






DON- 172: NWS SEAL BEACH, CONCORD, CA 

Navy 

9,763 

9,763 

9,763 

9.763 

Total DON -172: NWS SEAL BEACH, CONCORD, CA 

9.763 

9,763 

9,763 

9, 763 

DON-126: NSCS, ATHENS , GA 

Navy 

325 

325 

325 

325 

Total DON- 126: NSCS, ATHENS, GA 

32S 

325 

325 

325 

DON- 150; NSA NEW ORLEANS, LA 

Navy 

2,056 

2,056 

2,056 

2,056 

Total DON- 158 : NSA NEW ORLEANS, LA 

2,056 

2,056 

2,056 

2, 056 

DON- 138: NAS BRUNSWICK, ME 

Navy 

421 

421 

421 

421 

Total DON- 138: NAS BRUNSWICK, ME 

421 

421 

421 

421 

DON -157: MCSA KANSAS CITY. MO 

Navy 

1,442 

1,442 

1,442 

1,442 

Total DON- 157 : MCSA KANSAS CITY, MO 

1.442 

1,442 

1.442 

1,442 

DON- 2: NS PASCAGOULA, MS 

Navy 

515 

515 

515 

515 

Total DON-?: NS PASCAGOULA, MS 

515 

SIS 

515 

SIS 

DON-84: JRB WILLOW GROVE & CAMBRIA REG AP 

Navy 

196 

196 

196 

. 196 

Total DON-84: JRB WILLOW GROVE & CAMBRIA RE 

196 

196 

196 

196 

IND- 112 : RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, CA 

Army 

320 

320 

320 

320 

Total IND- 112: RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, 

320 

320 

320 

320 

IND-119: NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT, IN 

Army 

467 

4 67 

467 

467 

Total IND-119: NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT, IN 

467 

467 

467 

467 

IND- 106 : KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, KS 

Army 

45,769 

45,769 

45.769 

45,769 

Total IND- 106: KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

45,769 

45,769 

45,769 

45, 769 

IND- 110: MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT. MS 

Army 

122 

122 

122 

122 

Total IND -110: MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT, 

122 

122 

122 

122 

IND-120 : UMATILLA CHEMICAL DEPOT, OR 

Army 

9,092 

9,092 

9,092 

9,092 

Total IND- 120: UMATILLA CHEMICAL DEPOT, OR 

9,092 

9,092 

9,092 

9, 092 


State * 93 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligstional Authority •• Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Cosponent/lnstellation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






IND-122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT, TX 

Army 

19,367 

19,367 

19,367 

19,367 

Total IND-122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT, T 

19,367 

19,367 

19,367 

19,367 

IND-117 1 DESERET CHEMICAL DEPOT. UT 

Army 

34,011 

34,011 

34,011 

34,011 

Total IND-117 : DESERET CHEMICAL DEPOT, UT 

34,011 

34,011 

34, 011 

34,011 

MED- 2: WALTER REED NMMC, BETHESDA, MD 

Army 

18,586 

18,586 

18,586 

18,586 

Total MED- 2; WALTER REED NMMC, BETHESDA, HD 

10,596 

18,586 

18,506 

18,586 

MED- 57 i BROOKS CITY BASE, TX 

Air Force 

2 05 

205 

205 

205 

Total MED- 57s BROOKS CITY BASE, TX 

2C5 

205 

205 

205 

COMM ADD 3: GALENA FOL, AK 

Air Force 

933 

933 

933 

933 

Total COMM ADD 3; GALENA POL. AK 

933 

933 

933 

933 

I NT-4 s NGA ACTIVITIES 

National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 

1,791 

1,791 

1,791 

1,791 

Total INT-4: NGA ACTIVITIES 

1.791 

1.791 

1,791 

1,791 

Energy Conservation Investment Program 

Defense-wide 

135,000 

133,000 

135,000 

1JS.00C 

Total Energy Conservation Investment Progra 

135,000 

135,000 

135,000 

135,000 

Contingency Construction 

Defense-Wide 


10,000 

10, OOC 

10, 000 

Total Contingency Construction 


10,000 

10, 000 

10,000 

Nato Security Investment Program 

Defense-Wide 

247,611 

247,611 

247,611 

247,611 

Total Nato Security Investment Program 

247,611 

247,611 

247, 611 

247,611 

DON- 100: PLANING, DESIGN AND MANAGEMENT 

Navy 

6,090 

6,0 90 

6,090 

6,090 

Total DON- 100: PLANING, DESIGN AND MANACEME 

6,090 

6,090 

6,090 

6,090 

DON- 101: VARTOUS LOCATIONS 

Navy 

5,021 

6.021 

5,021 

5, 021 

Total DON- 101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

5,021 

5,021 

5,021 

5,021 

MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

Army 

Navy 

Air Force 


20.000 

21,495 

20,000 

20,000 

21,495 

20,000 

20,000 

21,495 

30,000 


State - 04 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Otoligational Authority as JEnactad 

Active , Guard and R» serve Forces 
On specified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/C«B»ponent/In»tallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






DEFENSE- WIDE 

Defense-wide 


3,000 

3.000 

3,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 


6,571 

6,571 

6 , S7 1 

Special Operations Command 


8,876 

8,876 

8 . 876 

The Joint Staff 


8,417 

8,417 

8,417 

TriCare Management Activity 


6,100 

6, 100 

6,100 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


32, 964 

32, 964 

32,964 

Army National Guard 


11,700 

11,700 

11,700 

Air National Guard 


9,000 

9, 000 

9,000 

Army Reserve 


2,925 

2,925 

2,925 

Navy Reserve 


2,000 

2,000 

2, 000 

Air Force Reserve 


5,434 

5,434 

5,434 

Total MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


125,518 

125,518 

125.518 

PLANNING AND DESIGN 

Army 


210,241 

255,241 

255,241 

Navy 


69,362 

84,362 

84,362 

Air Force 


52,913 

81,913 

81,913 

DEFENSE -WIDE 

Defense-Wide 


*6,993 

48,007 

48,007 

Defense Finance and Accounting Service 


1 , 993 

1, 993 

1,993 

Defense Intelligence Agency 


3,043 

3,043 

3,043 

Defense Information Systems Agency 


6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 


3,000 

3, 000 

3,000 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 


66.974 

66,974 

66,974 

Miasile Defense Agency 


9.368 

8,368 

6,368 

National Security Agency 


52,974 

28, 974 

28,874 

Special Operations Command 


31,468 

31,468 

31,468 

TriCare Management Activity 


227,498 

227,498 

227,490 

Washington Headquarters Services 


5,277 

5,277 

5,277 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


399,602 

430,602 

430,602 

Army National Guard 


20,671 

20,671 

20,671 

Air National Guard 


12,225 

12,225 

12,225 

Army Reserve 


28.924 

29,924 

28, 924 

Navy Reserve 


2,591 

2,591 

2,591 

Air Force Reserve 


2,200 

2,200 

2,200 

Total PLANNING AND DESIGN 


790,729 

918,729 

918,729 

Base Realignment & Closure 

Army 

70, 716 

7C.71G 

70,716 

70,716 

Air Force 

123,476 

123.476 

123,476 

123,476 

Navy 

129,351 

129,351 

129, 351 

129. 351 

Total Base Realignment k Closure 

323. S43 

323,543 

323,543 

323,543 

* * WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

964,930 

1.899, 177 

2,019,177 

2,019,177 


State - 95 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Conafcruction Total Obligational Authority a» Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

(5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Componeat /Installation 
— Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn TO A. 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 


Totals 


Army 

Navy 

Air Force 
Defense-Wide 
Unspecified Worldwide 


299,906 
155. 180 
125,442 
384,402 
964,930 


594,36-7 

250,628 

227,214 

826,968 

1,899,177 


639,367 

265,628 

256,214 

857,968 

2,019,177 


639,367 
265, 62e 

256,214 

857, 968 

2,019, 177 


State - 96 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

n 2012 family Bousing Total Obligations! Authority as Knaotad 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/Componant/Inatallation 


Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 







Army 






Family Housing New Construction 

<26 units) 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Family Housing Replacement Construe !B0 units) 

41,000 

41.000 

41,000 

41,000 

Family Housing New Construction 

(22 units) 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

Total Family Housing, Amy 


66,000 

66.000 

66,000 

66.000 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Amy 


66,000 

66,000 

66,000 

66,000 

Army 






Homeowera Assistance Program 



27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

Total Family Housing, Army 



27,000 

27.000 

27, 000 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Army 



27,000 

27,000 

27, 000 

Army 






Construction Improvements 

(276 units) 


103,000 

103,000 

103,000 

Family Housing PS.D 



7,897 

7,897 

7,B97 

Utilities Account 



73,637 

73,637 

73,637 

Furnishinqs Account 



14.256 

14,256 

14,256 

Management Account 



64,728 

54,728 

54,728 

Miscellaneous Account 



605 

$05 

605 

Services Account 



15,797 

15,797 

15,797 

Leasing 



204,426 

204,426 

204,426 

Maintenance of Real Property 



104.268 

104. 26B 

104,268 

Privatization Support Costs 



25,741 

25,741 

25.741 

Total Family Housing, Army 



604,355 

604,355 

604,355 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING. Army 



604 ,3S5 

604.355 

604,355 

Navy 






Improvements 



97,773 

97,773 

97,773 

Design 



3.199 

3,199 

3,199 

Utilities Account 



70, 197 

70,197 

70,197 

Furnishings Account 



15.979 

15, 979 

15,979 

Management Account 



61,090 

61,090 

61,090 

Miscellaneous Account 



476 

476 

476 

Services Account 



14,510 

14.510 

14,510 

Leasing 



79,798 

79,798 

79,798 

Maintenance Of Real Property 



97,231 

97,231 

97,231 

Privatization Support Costs 



28,582 

28,582 

28,582 

Total Family Housing, Navy 



468,835 

468,835 

468,835 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Navy 



468,835 

468, 835 

468,835 
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FY 2012 Family Bousing; Total Obligations! Authority a* Enactad 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stato/Compononfc/Xne tall at ion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOR 

Amount 






Air Force 

Classified Improvements 


50 

50 

50 

Construction Improvements 


00,546 

55, 784 

55,784 

Planning and Design 


4,208 

4,208 

4,208 

Utilities Account 


76,131 

76,131 

76,131 

Furnishings Account 


35,490 

35,490 

35,490 

Management Account 


1 , 996 

1, 996 

1,996 

Management Account 


55,395 

55,395 

55,395 

Miscellaneous Account 


2,165 

2,165 

2, 165 

Services Account 


15,805 

15, 80S 

15,805 

Leasing 


80,775 

80,775 

80,775 

Leasing Account 


122 

122 

122 

Maintenance (RPMA s. RPMC) 


112,072 

112,072 

112,072 

Maintenance Account 


2,001 

2,001 

2,001 

Housing Privatization 


47,571 

47,571 

47,571 

Total Family Housing, Air Force 


514,327 

489,565 

489,565 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Air Fcrce 


514,327 

489,565 

489, 565 

Defense- Wide 

Family Housing Improvement Fund 


2.184 

2,184 

2,184 

Total Family Housing, Defense-Wide 


2,184 

2,184 

2,184 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense -Wide 


2,184 

2,184 

2,184 

Defense Intelligence Agency 

Furnishings Account 


2,699 

2,699 

2,699 

Leasing 


36,552 

36,552 

36,552 

Total Family Housing, Defense Intelligence Agency 


39,251 

39,251 

39,251 

GRAND TOTAL FAMrLY HOUSING, Defense Intelligence 


39,251 

39,251 

39.251 

Defense Logistics Agency 

Utilities Account 


280 

280 

280 

Furnishings Account 


19 

19 

19 

Management Account 


347 

347 

347 

Services Account 


30 

30 

30 

Maintenance Of Real Property 


546 

546 

546 

Total Family Housing. Defense Logistics Agency 


1,222 

1,222 

1,222 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense Logistics Age 


1,222 

1.222 

1,222 

National Security Agency 

Utilities Account 


10 

10 

10 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Family Housing Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 


($ Thousands) 

Auth Auth for 

State/Componeat/Iostallation Amount Appn Amount 

-Project Name * 

Furnishings Account 7Q 

Leasing 10, ICO 

Maintenance Of Real Property 70 

Total Family Housing, National Security Agency 10,250 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, National Security Age 10,250 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 

70 70 

10,100 10,100 

70 70 

10,250 10,250 

10,250 10,250 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

rx 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority ** Requested 

Active, Guard sad Reserve Fares* 

Inside tbs United Stetee 


<« 

Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

8tafce/Compone«t/In»t»li»tion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appft Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ALABAMA 

Army National Guard 

FORT MC CLELLAN 

Live Fire Shoot House 

5 , 400 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

Total FORT MC CLELLAN 

5.400 

5,400 

5,400 

5 , 4QC 

* * ALABAMA 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

5,400 

ALASKA 

Army 

FORT WAINWRIGHT 

Modified Record Fire Range 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

Total PORT WAINWRIGHT 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

10,400 

Joint Base Elmendorf -Richardson 

Modified Record Fire Range 

7,900 

7,900 

7,900 

7, 900 

Total Joint Base Slmendorf -Richardson 

7,900 

7, 900 

7,900 

7,900 

* ‘Array 

18, 300 

18,300 

18.300 

18,300 

“ALASKA 

18, 300 

18,300 

18,300 

18,300 

ARIZONA 

Navy 

YUMA 

Combat Aircraft Loading Apron 

Security Operations Complex 

15, 985 
13.300 

15,985 

13,300 

15,985 

13,300 

15,985 

13,300 

Total YUMA 

29,285 

29,285 

29,285 

29,285 

Navy Reserve 

YUMA 

Reserve Training Facility - Yuma AZ 

5,379 

5.379 

5,379 

5,379 

Total YUMA 

S , 379 

5,379 

S, 379 

5.379 

Defense Logistics Agency 

YUMA 

Truck Unload Facility 

1,300 

1,300 

1,300 

1,300 

Total YUMA 

1.300 

1,300 

1,300 

1,300 

“ARIZONA 

35,964 

35,964 

35, 964 

35,964 

ARKANSAS 

Army National Guard 

SEARCY 

Field Maintenance Shop 

6,800 

6,800 

6. BOO 

6,800 

Total SEARCY 

6,800 

6,800 

6,800 

6,600 
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FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a* Requested 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside tha Uni tad States 

<$ Thousands) Data i 


o£ Feb 2012 


3 tata / CoBponant/Xnatallation 
Project Name- 


Auth 

Amount 


Auth For 
Appn Amount 


Appn 

Amount 


TOA 

Amount 


Air Force 

LITTLE ROCK AFB 


C-130J Plight Simulator Addition 

C-130J Fuel Syateroe Maintenance Hangar 

4 , 178 
26,000 

4 . 170 
26,000 

4,178 

26,000 

4, 178 
26,000 

Total LITTLE ROCK AFB 

30.178 

30,178 

30,178 

30,178 

* ‘ARKANSAS 

36,978 

36,978 

36,978 

36,978 

CALIFORNIA 

Army 

CONCORD 

Sngincsering/Housing Maintenance Shop 

Lightning Protection System 

3,100 

5,800 

3.100 

5,800 

3,100 

5,800 

3,100 

5,800 

Total CONCORD 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

8,900 

Army National Guard 

FORT IRWIN 

Maneuver Area Training 6 Equipment Site Ph3 

25.000 

25,000 

25,000 

25, 000 

Total FORT IRWIN 

25,000 

25,000 

25.000 

25,000 

Army Reserve 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 

ORTC 

UPH Barracks 

64,000 

4,300 

64,000 

4,300 

64,000 

4,300 

64,000 

4,300 

Total FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 

63,300 

68,300 

63.300 

68, 300 

TUSTIN 

Army Reserve Center 

27,000 

27,000 

27.000 

27,000 

Total TUSTIN 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

••Army Reserve 

95,300 

95,300 

95.300 

95,300 

Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

Comm. Information Systems Ops Complex 

MV22 Aviation Simulator Building 

San Jacinto Road Extension 

78,897 

4,139 

S, 074 

78,097 

4,139 

5,074 

78,897 

4,139 

5,074 

78,897 

4,139 

5,074 

Total CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

88. 110 

88,110 

08,110 

88. 110 

CORONADO 

Bachelor Quarters 

H- 60S Simulator Training Facility 

76,063 

2,478 

76.063 

2.478 

76,063 

2.479 

76,063 

2,478 

Total CORONADO 

78,541 

70,541 

78,641 

78, 541 

LEMOQRE 

BAMS Maintenance Training Facility 

14,343 

14,843 

14,843 

14,643 

Total LEMCCRE 

14,843 

14,843 

14,04 3 

14 , 643 

MIRAMAR 

Hangar 5 Renovations & Addition 

27,897 

27,897 

27,897 

27,897 

Total MIRAMAR 

27,897 

27,897 

27,897 

27,097 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority *• ftaqu*ated 

Aotiva , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State /Component- /Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth JCor 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

SAN DIEGO 

Entry Control Point (Gate Five) 

11,752 

11,752 

11,752 

11.752 

DCS Training Facility 

59,436 

59.436 

59,436 

59,436 

Total SAN DIEGO 

71,108 

71, 188 

71, IBS 

71,188 

SEAL BEACH 

Strategic Systems Weapons Eval . Test Lab 

30,594 

30,594 

30,594 

30,594 

Total SEAL BEACH 

30,594 

30,594 

30. 594 

30,594 

TWENTYNINE PALMS. CALIFORNIA 

Land Expansion Phase 2 

47,270 

47,270 

47,270 

47,270 

Total TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

47,270 

47,270 

47,270 

47,270 

* * Navy 

358,443 

358,443 

358.443 

358, 443 

Air National Guard 

FRESNO YOSEMITE IAP AND 

F-15 Conversion 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Total FRESNO YOSEMITE IAP ANG 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DEF FUEL SUPPORT POINT - SAN DIEGO 

Replace Fuel Pier 

91,563 

91,563 

91,563 

91,563 

Total OEF FUEL SUPPORT POINT - SAM DIEGO 

91.563 

91,563 

91,563 

91,563 

EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE 

Replace Fuel Storage 

27.500 

27,500 

27,500 

27,500 

Total EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE 

27,500 

27,500 

27.500 

27.500 

•♦Defense Logistics Agency 

119,063 

119,063 

119, 063 

119,063 

Special Operations Command 

CORONADO 

SOF Close Quarters Combat /Dynamic Shoot Fac 

13,969 

13.969 

13,969 

13,969 

SOF Indoor Dynamic Shooting Facility 

31,170 

31,170 

31,170 

31,170 

SOF Mobile Comm Detachment Support Facility 

10,120 

10,120 

10,120 

10,120 

Total CORONADO 

55.2S9 

55,259 

55,259 

55,259 

TriCare Management Activity 

TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

Medical Clinic Replacement 

27,400 

27.400 

27,400 

27,400 

Total TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

27.400 

27,400 

27,400 

27,400 

♦•CALIFORNIA 

700. 165 

700,365 

700,365 

700,365 

COLORADO 

Army 

FORT CARSON. COLORADO 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 

18,000 

10,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Total PORT CARSON, COLORADO 

10,000 

19,000 

18, 000 

18,000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Raquastod 

Aotira, Guard and Raaarva Forcas 
Inaid* the United State* 

<$ Thousands} Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Componant/ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army 

PUEBLO DEPOT 

Ammunition Demilitarization Facility, Ph XIV 


36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

Total PUEBLO DEPOT 


36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

National Security Agency 

BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 

Denver Power House 

30, COO 

30,000 

30,000 

30,000 

Total BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 

30,000 

30,000 

30, 000 

30, 000 

Special Operations Command 

FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

SOF Battalion Operations Complex 

56.673 

56,673 

56.673 

56,673 

Total FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

56,673 

56,673 

56, 67 3 

56,673 

TriCare Management Activity 

PIKES PEAK 

High Altitude Medical Research Lab 

3,600 

3.600 

3,600 

3,600 

Total PIKES PEAK 

3,600 

3,600 

3.6C0 

3,600 

•'COLORADO 

108.273 

144,273 

144,273 

144,273 

CONNECTICUT 

Army National Guard 

CAMP KARTELL 

Conjoined Support Maintenance Shop 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

Total CAMP KARTELL 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

••CONNECTICUT 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

DELAWARE 

Army National Guard 

BETHANY BEACH 

Regional Training Institute Phi 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

5,500 

Total BETHANY BEACH 

5,500 

5,503 

5.500 

S, 500 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DOVER AFB 

Replace Truck Off-Load Facility 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

Total DOVER AFB 

2,000 

2 , 000 

2,000 

2.000 

“DELAWARE 

7,500 

7,500 

7.S00 

7,500 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Array 

FORT MCNAIR 

Vehicle Storage Building. Installation 

7,200 

7,200 

7,200 

7, 200 

Total FORT MCNAIR 

7-200 

7,200 

1.200 

7,200 

“DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

7,200 

7,200 

7,200 

7.2C0 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 20X3 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Raquaatsd 

Activa, Guard and Reserve Fore® a 
Insid® the United States 

(5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Congjonant/Installation 

AUth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

FLORIDA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP BLANDING 

Combined Arms Collective Training Fac 

9,000 

9,000 

9, 000 

9,000 

Total CAMP BLANDING 

9.000 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

MIRAMAR 

Readiness Center 

20.000 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

Total MIRAMAR 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

••Army National Guard 

29,000 

29.000 

29,000 

29,000 

Navy 

JACKSONVILLE 

BAMS Mission Control Complex 

21,930 

21,980 

21.980 

21,980 

Total JACKSONVILLE 

21,980 

21,980 

21 , 980 

21,980 

Air Force 

TYNDALL AFB 

F-22 adal Hangar for Low Observable/Composite 

14,750 

14,750 

14,750 

14,750 

Total TYNDALL AFB 

14,750 

14,750 

14,750 

14.750 

Defense Logistics Agency 

HURLBURT FIELD 

Construct Fuel Storage Facility 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16, 000 

Total HURLBURT FIELD 

16,000 

16, 000 

16,000 

16,000 

Special Operations Command 

EOLIN AFB 

SOP AVFID Ops and Maintenance Facilities 

41,695 

41,695 

41,695 

41,695 

Total EGLIN AFB 

41.695 

41,695 

41,695 

41,695 

MACD ILL AFB 

SOF Joint Special Ops University Fac (JSOU) 

34,409 

34,409 

34,409 

34,409 

Total MACDILL AFB 

34,409 

34,409 

34,409 

34,409 

•♦Special Operations Command 

76,104 

76,104 

76, 104 

76,104 

••FLORIDA 

157,834 

157,834 

157,834 

157,834 

GEORGIA 

Army 

FORT BENNING 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

Total FORT BENNING 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

FORT GORDON 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

Modified Record Fire Range 

4.000 

4,000 

4,000 

4, COO 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

7,100 

7 , 100 

7,100 

7,100 

Total FORT GORDON 

23,300 

23,300 

23, 300 

23,300 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Requested 

Active , Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the On i tad Statas 

(6 Thousands) Data aa oE Feb 2012 


8t*fce/Co*ponent/Io»t*ll«tion 

Auth 

Amount 

Aufch Tor 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

Automated Combat Pistol Qual Crae 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

3 , 650 
22,000 

24,000 

3,650 

22,000 

24,000 

3,650 

22,000 

24,000 

3,650 

22,000 

24,000 

Total FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

49,650 

49,650 

49,650 

49,650 

* «Army 

88,950 

88,950 

08,950 

88,950 

Air Force 

PORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

Air Support Operations Center (ASOC) 

7,250 

7,250 

7,250 

7,250 

Total FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

7,250 

7,250 

7.250 

7,250 

MOODY AF8 

HC-130J Simulator Facility 

8.500 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

Total MOODY AFB 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

0,500 

♦•Air Porce 

15,750 

15,750 

25,750 

15,750 

♦•GEORGIA 

104,700 

104,700 

104,700 

104,700 

HAWAII 

Army 

POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 

29,000 

29.000 

29,000 

29,000 

Total POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA 

29,000 

29,000 

29, 000 

29,000 

SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 

Barracks 

Barracks 

41.000 

55.000 

41.000 

55.000 

41, Q00 
55,000 

41.000 

55.000 

Total SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 

96,000 

96, 000 

96. 000 

96, 0OO 

Wheeler Army Air Field 

Combat Aviation Brigade Barracks 

85,000 

85,000 

85,000 

85,000 

Total Wheeler Army Air Field 

85,000 

85,000 

85, 000 

85,000 

•♦Army 

210.000 

210.000 

210, 000 

210,000 

Army National Guard 

KAPOLE1 

Army Aviation Support Facility Phi 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

Total KAPOLEI 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

Navy 

KANEOHE BAY 

Aircraft Staging Area 

MV- 22 Hangar and Infrastructure 

14,680 

82,630 

14,680 

82.630 

14,680 

82,630 

14,680 

82,630 

Total KANEOHE BAY 

97,310 

97,310 

97,310 

97, 310 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

r? 2013 Military Construction Total Obligstioosl Authority a* Raquaatad 

Active, Guard and Reserrs Fores* 

Inaid* th* United States 


Ststs/Componant/lnstsllstion 

{$ Thousands) 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Data as of 

hppn 

Amount 

Feb 2012 

TOA 

Amount 

Air National Guard 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam 

TP I - F-22 Combat Apron Addition 


6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

Total Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam 


6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

6,500 

Special Operations Command 
joint Base Pearl Harbor- Hick am 

SOF SDVT-1 Waterfront Operations Facility 

24,289 

24,289 

24,289 

24,289 

Total Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam 


24,289 

24,289 

24,289 

24,289 

» ‘HAWAII 


366,099 

366,099 

366,099 

366,099 

IDAHO 

Army National Guard 

ORCHARD TRAINIG AREA 

ORTC (Barracks) Ph2 


40,000 

40, 000 

40,000 

40. 000 

Total ORCHARD TRAINIG AREA 


40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

“IDAHO 


40,000 

40,000 

40, 000 

40,000 

ILLINOIS 

Army Reserve 

FORT SHERIDAN 

Army Reserve Center 


28,000 

28,000 

28, 000 

28,000 

Total PORT SHERIDAN 


28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

28,000 

Defense Information Systems Agency 

SCOTT AFB 

DISA Facility Upgrades 


84,111 

84,111 

84,111 

84, 111 

Total SCOTT AFB 


84,111 

84,111 

84,111 

84,111 

TriCare Management Activity 

GREAT LAKES 

Drug Laboratory Replacement 


28,700 

28,700 

28, 700 

28,700 

Total GREAT LAKES 


28.700 

28,700 

28,700 

28,700 

SCOTT AFB 

Medical Logistics Warehouse 


2 , 60C 

2 , 6C0 

2,600 

2,600 

Total SCOTT AFB 


2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2.600 

“TriCare Management Activity 


31,300 

31.300 

31,300 

31, 300 

“ILLINOIS 


143,411 

143.411 

143,411 

143,411 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Requested 

Active, Guard and Raaarva Force* 

Insida tha Unitad State* 

{$ Thousands) * Data as of Feb 2012 


State /Component /Tn* tal lation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

XOA 

Amount 

INDIANA 

Army National Guard 

SOUTH BEND 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Add/Alt 

21,000 

21,000 

21, 000 

21,000 

Total SOUTH BEND 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

TERRE HAUTE 

Field Maintenance Shop 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

Total TERRE HAUTE 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

9, 000 

••Army National Guard 

30,000 

30, 000 

30,000 

30,000 

Defense Logistics Agency 

GRISSOM ARB 

Replace Hydrant Fuel System 

26,800 

26,800 

26,0(10 

26,800 

Total GRISSOM ARB 

26,800 

26,800 

26,800 

26,800 

• * INDIANA 

56,800 

56,800 

56,800 

56, 800 

IOWA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP DODGE 

Urban Assault Course 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

3. COO 

Total CAMP DODGE 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

Navy Reserve 

FORT DES MOINES 

Joint Reserve Center - Dea Moines IA 

19. 162 

19, 162 

19, 162 

19,162 

Total FORT DBS MOINES 

19,162 

19,162 

19,162 

19, 162 

• » IOWA 

22,162 

22,162 

22. 162 

22,162 

KANSAS 

Army 

PORT RILEY, KANSAS 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

12.200 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

Total FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

12,200 

12, 200 

12,200 

12,200 

Army National Guard 

TOPEKA 

Taxiway, Ramp & Hangar Alterations 

9,500 

9,500 

9,500 

9,500 

Total TOPEKA 

9,500 

9, 500 

9,500 

9,500 

••KANSAS 

21,700 

21,700 

21,700 

21,700 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Requested 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

19 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Instal let ion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

KENTUCKY 

Amy 

BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT 

Ammunition Demilitarization Ph XIII 


115,000 

115,000 

115,000 

Total BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT 


115,000 

115,000 

115,030 

Army 

PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 

55,000 

55,000 

55,000 

55,000 

Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 

3.800 

3,800 

3,800 

3,000 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

81 , 800 

81,800 

Bl, 800 

81,800 

FORT KNOX 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

6,000 

6,000 

6, 300 

6,000 

Total FORT KNOX 

6,000 

6,000 

6, 000 

6,000 

••Army 

87,800 

87,800 

87,800 

87,800 

Army National Guard 

FRANKFORT 

Army Aviation Support Facility 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

Total FRANKFORT 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

Replace Barkley Elementary School 

41,767 

41,767 

41, 767 

41,767 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

41,767 

41,767 

41,767 

41,767 

Special Operations Command 

PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

SOF Ground Support Battalion 

26,313 

26,313 

26,313 

26,313 

SOF Landgraf Hangar Extension 

3 , 5S9 

3.559 

3,559 

3,559 

Total FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

29,072 

29,872 

29,872 

29,872 

••KENTUCKY 

191,439 

306,439 

306,439 

306,439 

LOUISIANA 

Navy Reserve 

NEW ORLEANS 

Transient Quarters 

7, 187 

7,187 

7,187 

7,187 

Total NEW ORLEANS 

7,187 

7,187 

7, 187 

7, 187 

Defense Logistics Agency 

BARKSDALE APB 

Upgrade Pumphouse 

11,700 

11,700 

U,-»0D 

11,700 

Total BARKSDALE APB 

11,700 

11,700 

11,700 

11,700 

••LOUISIANA 

18,897 

18,887 

18,887 

18,887 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Raquoatsd 


Active, Guard and R«iarve Forcsa 
Inside the United States 

<9 Thousand#) Data as of Feb 2012 


Sts ts/Componen t /I natallation 

Auth 

A»ount 

Auth £or 

Appn Aaount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

MARYLAND 

Army Reserve 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

Army Reserve Center 

21, 000 

21,000 

21,000 

21, 000 

Total ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

BALTIMORE 

Add/Alt Army Reserve Center 

10,000 

10,000 

10.000 

30,000 

Total BALTIMORE 

10,000 

10,000 

10. 000 

10,000 

**Army Reserve 

31,000 

31,000 

31,000 

31,000 

National Security Agency 

FORT MEADE 

High Performance Computing Center Inc 2 

NSAW Recapitalize Building Ml /Site k Inc 1 

128,600 

300,521 

2S.0DO 

300,521 

25,000 

300,521 
25, 000 

Total FORT MEADE 

128,600 

325,521 

325, 521 

325,521 

TriCare Management Activity 

ANNAPOLIS 

Health Clinic Replacement 

66, 500 

66,500 

66,500 

66,500 

Total ANNAPOLIS 

66,500 

66.500 

66,500 

66.500 

BETHESDA NAVAL HOSPITAL 

Base Installation Access ./Appearance Plan 
Electrical Capacity and Cooling Towers 

Temporary Medical Facilities 

7,000 

35.600 

26.600 

7,000 

35.600 

26.600 

7,000 

35.600 

26.600 

7,000 

35.600 

26.600 

Total BETHESDA NAVAL HOSPITAL 

69,200 

69,200 

69,200 

69,200 

FORT DSTRICK 

USAMRI ID stage I, incr 7 


19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

Total FORT OETRICK 


19,000 

19,000 

19,000 

**TriCare Management Activity 

135.700 

154,700 

154,700 

154,700 

••MARYLAND 

295,300 

511,221 

511,221 

511,221 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Army National Guard 

CAMP EDWARDS 

Unit Training Equipment Site 

22.000 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

Total CAMP EDWARDS 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

22,000 

Army Reserve 

DEVENS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA 

Automatic Record Fire Range 

Combat Piatol/MP Firearms Qualification 

4,800 

3,700 

4,800 

3,700 

4,800 

3,700 

4,800 

3,700 

Total DEVENS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

* * MASSACHUSETTS 

30,500 

30,500 

30,500 

30,500 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2013 Military Ccnatruction Total Obligation*! Authority aa Raquaatad 

Aotiva, Guard a ad Rsten>« Force* 

Znaida the United Statea 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coasponent/Inatallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

MINNESOTA 

Army National Guard 

CAMP RIPLEY 

Scout Reconnaisance Range 

17,000 

17,000 

17,000 

17,000 

Total CAMP RIPLEY 

17,000 

17, 000 

17,000 

17,000 

ST PAUL 

Readiness center 

17,000 

17,000 

17.000 

17,000 

Total ST PAUL 

17,000 

17,000 

17,000 

17,000 

»*Army National Guard 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

** MINNESOTA 

34,000 

34 , COO 

34, CC0 

34,000 

MISSISSIPPI 

Navy 

MERIDIAN 

Dining Facility 

10,926 

10, 926 

10, 926 

10,926 

Total MERIDIAN 

10,926 

10,926 

10,926 

10, 926 

“Mrssrsstppr 

10,926 

10,926 

10, 926 

10, 926 

MISSOURI 

Army 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 

Battalion Complex Facilitiea 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

26,000 

Trainee Barracks Complex 3, Ph 2 

69,000 

58,000 

58, 000 

50,000 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

39,000 

39,000 

39,000 

39,000 

Total FORT LEONARD WOOD 

121,000 

123.000 

123,000 

123,000 

Army National Guard 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 

Regional Training Institute 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Total FORT LEONARD WOOD 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

KANSAS CITY 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

1,900 

1,900 

1,900 

1,900 

Total KANSAS CITY 

1,900 

1,900 

1,900 

1,900 

MONETT 

Readiness Center Add/Alc 

920 

820 

820 

820 

Total MONETT 

820 

820 

320 

820 

PERRYVILLE 

Readiness Center Add/Alt 

700 

700 

700 

700 

Total PERRYVILLE 

700 

700 

700 

700 

•‘Army National Guard 

21,420 

21,420 

21,420 

21,420 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Ft 2013 Mi litary Construction Total Obligational Authority •• Requested 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Inside the United States 

(S Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S ta te / Coscpo non t / 1 n » tal la tion 

Aath 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

*PPn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 

Dental Clinic 

18,100 

18,100 

18,100 

18,100 

Total FORT LEONARD WOOD 

18, ICC 

18. 100 

18, 100 

18, X00 

* ‘MISSOURI 

162,520 

162,520 

162,520 

162,520 

MONTANA 

Army National Guard 

MILES CITY 

Readiness Center 

11, COO 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

Total MILES CITY 

n,cco 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

* 'MONTANA 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

11,000 

NEBRASKA 

Air Force 

OFFUTT AFB 

US STRATCOM Replacement Facility, Incr 2 


161.000 

161,000 

161,000 

Total OFFUTT AFB 


161,000 

161,000 

161,000 

"NEBRASKA 


161.000 

161, 000 

161,000 

NEVADA 

Army Reserve 

LAS VEGAS 

Army Reserve Cer.ter/AMSA 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

Total LAS VEGAS 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

"NEVADA 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

21,000 

NEW JERSEY 

Army 

Joint Base McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst 

Flight Equipment Complex 

47,000 

47.000 

47,000 

47,000 

Total Joint. Base McGuire-Dix -LaXehurst 

47,000 

47,000 

47,000 

47,000 

PICATINNY ARSENAL 

Ballistic Evaluation Center 

10,200 

10,200 

10,200 

10,200 

Total PICATINNY ARSENAL 

10,200 

1C, 200 

10,200 

10,200 

* * Army 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

Axmy National Guard 

SEA GIRT 

Regional Training Institute 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

34,000 

Total SEA GIRT 

34,000 

.14,000 

34.000 

34,000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Requested 

Active, Guard and Raaarva Forcaa 
Xnaida the United States 

t$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Coa^ponent/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth tor 

Appn Amount 

Appo 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Army Reserve 

Joint Base McGuire-Dix>Lakehuret 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

7.400 

7,400 

7,400 

7,400 

Total Joint Base McGuire- Dix-Lakehu rat 

7,400 

7,400 

7,400 

7,400 

Navy 

EARLE 

Combat System Engineering Building Addition 

33,498 

33,490 

33,490 

33,498 

Total EARLE 

33,498 

33,496 

33,498 

33,499 

••NEW JERSEY 

132,098 

132,098 

132,098 

132, 098 

NEW MEXICO 

Air Force 

HOLLOMAN APB 

MO- 9 Maintenance Hangar 

25,000 

25,000 

25, 000 

25,000 

Total HOLLOMAN APB 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

25.000 

Air National Guard 

KIRTLAND AFB 

Alter Target Intelligence facility 

8, SCO 

0,500 

8,500 

8.500 

Total KIRTLAND APB 

0.5CO 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

Special Operations Command 

CANNON APB 

SOF AC-130J Combat Parking Apron 

22,062 

22,062 

22,062 

22.062 

Total CANNON AFB 

22,062 

22,062 

22,062 

22,062 

TriCare Management Activity 

CANNON AFB 

Medical/Dencal Clinic Repalcement 

71,023 

71,023 

71,023 

71,023 

Total CANNON AFB 

71,023 

71,023 

71,023 

71,023 

••NEW MEXICO 

126.585 

126, S85 

126,505 

126.585 

NEW YORK 

Army 

PORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

95,000 

95,000 

95,000 

95,000 

Total FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

95,000 

95, 000 

95,000 

95,000 

U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 
cadet Barracks 

192.000 

192,000 

192,000 

192,000 

Total U S. MILITARY ACADEMY 

192,000 

192,000 

192,000 

192,000 

••Army 

287,000 

287,000 

287,000 

287,000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority •• Raquoatod 

Activ*, Guard and Raaarva Tore** 

Irsaida the Onitod States 

(5 Thousand*) Data as o£ Feta 2012 


3 tat.*/ Component/ In* tallation 

Auth 

Amount. 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






Array National Guard 

STGRMVILLE 

Combined Support Maint Shop Phi 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

Total STORWVILLB 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

Navy Reserve 

BROOKLYN 

Vehicle Maint. Fac. - Brooklyn NY 

4,430 

4,430 

4,430 

4,430 

Total BROOKLYN 

4,430 

4,430 

4,430 

4,430 

Air Force Reserve 

NIAGARA FALLS IAP 

Flight Simulator Facility 

6,100 

6,100 

6,100 

6,100 

Total NIAGARA FALLS ZAP 

6,100 

6,100 

6, 100 

6,100 

Missile Defense Agency 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

IDT complex 

25, 900 

25,900 

25,900 

25,900 

Total FORT DRUM. NEW YORK 

25.900 

25,900 

25,900 

25, 900 

TriCare Management Activity 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

Soldier Specialty Care Clinic 

17,300 

17, 300 

17,300 

17,300 

Total FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

17,300 

17,300 

17,300 

17,300 

••NEW YORK 

364,730 

364,730 

364,730 

364,730 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Army 

FORT BRAGG 

Aerial Gunnery Range 

Infrastructure 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

42.000 

30 . 000 

26.000 

42.000 

30.000 

26.000 

42.000 

30.000 

26.000 

42.000 

30.000 

26.000 

Total FORT BRAGG 

98,000 

98,000 

99. 000 

98,000 

Navy 

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

Base Access and Road - Phase 3 

Staff NCO Academy Facilities 

40,904 

20,906 

40, 904 
28,986 

40, 904 

28, 986 

40,904 

28,906 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

69,090 

69,090 

69,890 

69,890 

CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 

Armory 

Marine Air Support Squadron Compound 

11,581 

34.310 

11,581 

34,310 

11,581 

34 , 310 

11.581 

34,310 

Total CHERRY POIf*T MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 

45,991 

45,891 

45,891 

45, 891 

NEW RIVER 

Personnel Administration Center 

8,525 

9,525 

8,525 

8,525 

Total NEW RIVER 

9,525 

8,525 

8,525 

9,525 

• * Navy 

124.306 

124,306 

124,306 

124,306 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

mr 2013 Military Construction Total Qbligatlonal Authority as Raquaatad 

Act iv* , Guard and Raaarv* Forcaa 
Inside the United States 

($ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


5tat«/Componant/X retaliation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth fox 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 

Replace Pipeline 

1,850 

1,850 

1,950 

1,850 

Total SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 

1,850 

1,850 

1,850 

1,850 

Special Operations Command 

CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

SOF Marine Battalion Company/Team Facilities 

53,339 

53,399 

53,399 

53,399 

SOF Survival Evasion Resist. Escape Tng Fac 

S , 465 

5,465 

5,465 

5,465 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

58,884 

58,864 

58,864 

58,864 

FORT BRAGG 

SOF Battalion Operations Facility 

40,481 

40,481 

40. 481 

40,481 

SOF Civil AEEairg Battalion Complex 

31,373 

31,373 

31.373 

31,373 

SOF Support Addition 

3,875 

3,875 

3,875 

3,875 

SOF Sustainment Brigade Complex 

24,693 

24,693 

24,693 

24,693 

Total FORT BRAGG 

100,422 

100.422 

100,422 

100,422 

« •Special Operations Command 

159,286 

159,286 

159.286 

159, 286 

TriCare Management Activity 

CAMP LEJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 

Medical Clinic Replacement 

21,200 

21,200 

21,200 

21,200 

Total CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA 

21.200 

21,200 

21,200 

21,200 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON APB 

Medical Clinic Replacement 

53,600 

53,600 

53,600 

53,600 

Total SEYMOUR JOHNSON AFB 

53,600 

53,600 

53,600 

53,600 

••TriCare Management Activity 

74,800 

74,800 

74,800 

74,800 

••NORTH CAROLINA 

458,242 

458,242 

458.242 

458,242 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Air Force 

MINOT AFB 

8-S2 Add/Alter Munitions AGE Facility 

4,600 

4,600 

4,600 

4,600 

Total MINOT AFB 

4,600 

4,600 

4.600 

4,600 

♦♦NORTH DAKOTA 

4,600 

4.600 

4,600 

4,600 

OHIO 

Army National Guard 

CRILLICOTHE 

Field Maintenance Shop Add/Alt 

3,100 

3,100 

3,100 

3,100 

Total CHILLICOTHE 

3,100 

3,100 

3, 100 

3, 100 

DELAWARE 

Readiness Center 

12.000 

12,000 

12,000 

12, 000 

Total DELAWARE 

12,000 

12,000 

12,000 

12. 000 

♦•Army National Guard 

15,100 

15,100 

15. 100 

15,100 

••OHIO 

15,100 

15,100 

15. 100 

15,100 

State - 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FX 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Raquoatad 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
inside the United States 

(5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/CoHiponenfc/lnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OKLAHOMA 

Amy 

FORT SILL 

Modified Record Fire Range 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

Total FORT SILL 

4,900 

4,900 

4,900 

4, 900 

Army National Guard 

CAMP GRUBER 

Operations Readiness Training Complex 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

Total CAMP GRUBER 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

25,000 

** OKLAHOMA 

29,900 

29,900 

29, 900 

29,900 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Defense Logistics Agency 

DEF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

Replace Communications Building 

6,800 

6,800 

6,800 

6.6CC 

Replace Reservoir 

4,100 

4,300 

4,300 

4,300 

Replace Sewage Treatment Plant 

€,100 

6,300 

6,300 

6,300 

Total DEF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

17,400 

17,400 

17,400 

17,400 

♦•PENNSYLVANIA 

17.4C0 

17,400 

17,400 

17.400 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Amy 

FORT JACKSON 

Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

Total FORT JACKSON 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

Navy 

BEAUFORT 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

42,010 

42,010 

42,010 

42,010 

Airfield Security Upgrades 

13,675 

13,675 

13,675 

13,675 

Ground Support Equipment Shop 

9,465 

9,465 

9.465 

9.465 

Recycling/Hazardous Waste Facility 

1,743 

3,743 

3,743 

3,74 3 

Simulated LHD Flight Deck 

12,887 

12,887 

12,887 

12,807 

Total BEAUFORT 

81,780 

81,780 

81,760 

81,780 

PARRIS ISLAND 

Front Gate ATFP Improvements 

10,135 

10,135 

10, 135 

10, 135 

Total PARRIS ISLAND 

10,135 

10,135 

10,135 

10, 135 

♦♦Navy 

91,915 

91, 915 

91,915 

91,915 

TriCare Management Activity 

SHAW AFB 

Medical Clinic Replacement 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

Total SHAW AFB 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

♦•SOUTH CAROLINA 

173. US 

173,115 

173,115 

173, ns 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 20X3 Military Cona traction Total Obligations! Authority aa Requested 

Aativa, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Xnaide the United State* 

($ Thousands) Data < 


of Feb 2012 


S t* te /Contpo non t / Installation 

* Project Name- 

TEXAS 

Amy 

CORPUS CHRISTI 

Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop 
Aircraft Paint Shop 

Total CORPUS CHRISTI 

POST BLISS 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

Total PORT BLISS 

FORT HOOD. TEXAS 
Modified Record Fire Range 
Training Aids Center 
Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

Total FORT HOOD, TEXAS 

Joint Base San Antonio 
Barracks 

Total Joint Base San Antonio 
**Army 

Navy Reserve 
FORT WORTH 

Commercial Vehicle Inspection Site 
Total FORT WORTH 
Air Force 

Joint Base San Antonio 
Dormitory (144 RM) 

Total Joinc Base San Antonio 

Defense Finance and Accounting Service 
RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 
DFAS Facility 

Total RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

TriCare Management Activity 
FORT BLISS 

Hospital Replacement Incr 4 

Total FORT BLISS 

Joint Base San Antonio 
Ambulatory Care Center Phase 3 Incr 

Total Joint Base San Antonio 

••TriCare Management Activity 

* ‘TEXAS 


Auth 

Amount 


13,205 

24,000 


7,200 

7,200 


4,200 

25.000 

22.000 

51,200 


21,000 

21,000 

115,600 

11,256 

11,256 

18,000 

18,000 

16,715 

16,715 


Auth for 
Appn Amount 


13,200 

24,000 


7,200 

7,200 


4,200 

25.000 

22.000 

51,200 


21,000 

21,000 

116,600 

11,256 

11,256 

16,000 

18,000 

16.715 

16.715 

207,400 

207,400 

80 , 700 
80.7D0 
288.100 
450 , 671 


Appn 

Amount 


13,200 

24,000 


7,200 

7,200 


4,200 

25.000 

22.000 

51,200 


21,000 

21.000 

116,600 

11,256 

11,256 

18,000 

18.000 

16,715 

16,715 

207,400 

207,400 

80.700 

80.700 
288, 100 
450,671 


TOA 

Amount 


13,200 

24,000 


7,200 

7,200 


4,200 

25.000 

22.000 

51,200 


21,000 

21. 000 
116,600 

11,256 

11,256 

18.000 

18,000 

16,715 

16,715 

207,400 

207,400 

B0, 700 
B0, 700 
288,100 
450,671 


State - 116 


UNCLASSIFIED 



362 


UNCLASSIFIED 

Tt 20X3 Military Construction Sot si Obligation*! Authority as Aaquastad 

Act I ts , Guard and Rossrvs Pores a 
Inside ths United States 

Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S t*t« /Co«}>o nsn t /I ns t all a ti tm 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

UTAH 

Army National Guard 

CAMP WILLIAMS 

8EQ Facility {Regional Training Institute) 
Regional Training Institute Ph2 

15.000 

21.000 

15.000 

21.000 

15.000 

21.000 

' 15,000 
21,000 

Total CAMP WILLIAMS 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

Air Force 

HILL AFB 

F-35 ADAL Building 118 for Plight Simulator 

F-35 ADAL Hangar 45W/AMU 

P-35 Modular Storage Magazines 

4,000 

7,250 

2,280 

4,000 

7,250 

2,280 

4,000 

7,250 

2,280 

4,000 

7.250 

2,280 

Total HILL AFB 

13,530 

13,530 

13,530 

13,530 

National security Agency 

CAMP WILLIAMS 

IC CNCI Data Center 1 Inc 4 


191,414 

191,414 

191,414 

Total CAMP WILLIAMS 


191,414 

191,414 

191,414 

* * UTAH 

49, S30 

240.944 

240, 944 

240,944 

VIRGINIA 

Army 

ARLINGTON 

Cemetery Expansion Millennium site 

84,000 

84,000 

84,000 

84,000 

Total ARLINGTON 

84,000 

84,000 

84,000 

84,000 

FORT BEL VOIR 

Secure Admin/Operations Facility 

94 , 000 

94,000 

94,000 

94.000 

Total FORT BELVOIR 

94.000 

94,000 

94,000 

94,000 

FORT LEE 

Adv Individual Training Barracks Cplx, Ph2 

81.000 

81,000 

81 , 000 

81,000 

Total FORT LEE 

81,000 

81,000 

81,000 

81,000 

• ‘Army 

259,000 

259,000 

259,000 

259,000 

Navy 

DAHLGREN 

Cruiser/Destroyer Upgrade Training Facility 
Physical Fitness center 

16,494 

11,734 

16,494 

11,734 

16,494 

11,734 

16,494 

11,734 

Total DAHLGREN 

28,228 

28,228 

28,228 

28,228 

OCEANA NAVAL AIR STATION 

A School Barracks 

39,086 

39.086 

39,086 

39,086 

Total OCEANA NAVAL AIR STATION 

39,086 

39,066 

39,086 

39,086 

PORTSMOUTH 

Drydock 8 Electrical Distribution Upgrade 

32.706 

32,706 

32,706 

32,706 

Total PORTSMOUTH 

32,706 

32, 7C6 

32.706 

32.706 


State - 117 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Requested 

Active , Guard and Ranarve Forces 
Inside tha United States 

{? Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stste/Cowpanent/Instellation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

QUANT I CO 

Inf rast future - Widen Russell Road 

14 , 82$ 

14,826 

14 , 826 

14,826 

The Sasic School Student Quarters - Phase 7 

31,012 

31,012 

31,012 

31,012 

weapons Training Battalion Mess Hall 

12,876 

12,876 

12,876 

12,876 

Total QUANTXCO 

58,714 

58,714 

58.714 

SB, 714 

YQRKTOWN 

Armory 

4,259 

4,259 

4,259 

4,259 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

18,422 

18,422 

18,422 

18.422 

Motor Transportation Facility 

6,198 

6.138 

6,188 

6, 188 

Regimental Headquarters 

11.015 

11,015 

11,015 

11,015 

Supply Warehouse Facility 

8,939 

8,939 

8,939 

9,939 

Total YORKTOWN 

48,87.3 

48,823 

48.823 

48,823 

•‘Navy 

207,557 

207,557 

207, 557 

207,557 

Special Operations Command 

Joint Expeditionary Bose Little Creek - Story 

SOF Combat Services Support Facility * East 

11, 132 

11,132 

11,132 

11,132 

Total Joint Expeditionary Base Little Creek 

11,132 

11,132 

11,132 

11,132 

TriCare Management Activity 

NORFOLK 

Veterinary Facility Replacement 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

Total NORFOLK 

0.500 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

••VIRGINIA 

486, 189 

486,189 

486,189 

486, 189 

WASHINGTON 

Army 

joint Base Lewis-McChord 

Battalion Complex 

73,000 

73,000 

73,000 

73,000 

Waste Water Treatment Plant 

91,000 

91,000 

91,000 

91.000 

Total Joint Base Lewis-McChord 

164,000 

164.000 

164,000 

164,000 

YAKIMA 

Convoy Live Fire Range 

S.100 

5. 100 

5.100 

5,100 

Total YAKIMA 

5,100 

5,100 

S, 100 

5.100 

* *Arny 

169, 100 

169,100 

169.100 

169, 100 

Army National Guard 

FORT LEWIS 

Readiness Center 

35,000 

35,000 

35,000 

35,000 

Total TORT LEWIS 

35,000 

35,000 

35,000 

35,000 

Army Reserve 

Joint Base Lewis-McChord 

Army Reserve Center 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

Total Joint Base Lewis-McChord 

40,000 

40.000 

40. 000 

40,000 


state * ua 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

nr 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a* R*gu«*t«d 

Active, Guard and Raaarva Fore* a 
Ins ida tba United St*t«* 

(5 Thousand*) Data as of Feb 2012 


state /Component./ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






Navy 

KITSAP 

Explosives Handling Wharf #2 (INC) 


280,041 

280,041 

280,041 

Total KITSAP 


280.041 

200, 041 

280,041 

WKIDBEY island 

EA-18G Flight Simulator Facility 

5.272 

6.272 

6,272 

6,272 

Total WHIDBEY ISLAND 

6.272 

6,272 

6,272 

6,272 

* *Navy 

6,272 

286,313 

286,313 

296,313 

Special Operations Command 

FORT LEWIS 

SOF Battalion Operation* Facility 

SOF Military working Dog Kennel 

46,653 

3,967 

46,553 

3,967 

46,553 

3,967 

46,553 

3,967 

Total FORT LEWIS 

SO, 520 

50,520 

50, 520 

50,520 

* ■ WASHINGTON 

300,892 

580.933 

580, 933 

580,933 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Army National Guard 

LOGAN 

Readiness Center 

14.200 

14,200 

14.200 

M,20C 

Total LOGAN 

14,200 

14, 200 

14,200 

14.200 

**WEST VIRGINIA 

■-4, 200 

14,200 

14,200 

14,200 

WISCONSIN 

Army National Guard 

WAUSAU 

Field Maintenance Shop 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Total WAUSAU 

10.000 

10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Army Reserve 

FORT MCCOY 

Central Issue Facility 

Dining Facility 

ECS Tactical Equip. Maint. Facilty (TEMF) 

12.200 

8,600 

27,000 

12,200 

8,600 

27,000 

12,200 

8,600 

27,000 

12,200 

8.600 

27,000 

Total FORT MCCOY 

47,800 

47,800 

47, 800 

47, 800 

* ‘WISCONSIN 

57,800 

57,800 

57,800 

57, 800 

WYOMING 

Air National Guard 

CHEYENNE MAP 

C- 130 Flight Simulator Training Facility 

6,486 

6,486 

6, 4B6 

6,486 

Total CHEYENNE MAP 

6,486 

6,466 

6,486 

6.486 

••WYOMING 

6,486 

6,4 66 

6,486 

6,486 


State - 119 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

rr 2013 Military Conatrvction Total Obligational Authority AB Requaated 

Active, Guard and Raserve forces 
Inside the Baited States 

19 Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 

Auth Auth for Appn TOA 

State/Coa^ionent/InStallation Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 

— - — Project Nam© 

CONUS CLASSIFIED 

Special Operations Command 
CLASSIFIED LOCATION 

SOT Parachute Training Facility 6,477 6,477 6,477 6,477 

Total CLASSIFIED LOCATION 6,477 6,477 6,477 6,477 

* * CONUS CLASSIFIED 6.477 6,477 6,477 6.477 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Requested 

Active, Guard and Reserve Fore** 

Inside th* United States 



(9 Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2C 12 

stat#/Co»*>en*nt/Xnat*llafcion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TGA 

Amount 






Totals 





Army 

2,397,070 

2,397,070 

2,397,070 

2,397,070 

Navy 

1,028,906 

1,308,947 

1,308,947 

1, 308. 947 

Air Force 

16C.394 

321,394 

321,394 

321,394 

Defense- Wide 

1,459.803 

2,306,238 

2,306,238 

2,306,238 

Inside the United States 

5,046,173 

6, 333,649 

6, 333.649 

6,333,649 


state - 121 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FX 2033 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Requested 

Active, Guard and Rtstrve Foroas 
Specified Outside tha United States 



<9 Thousand*) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TQA 

State/Compoiumt/Installation 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 


--Project Name- 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 


Navy 

SW ASIA 


Combined Dining Facility 

Transient Quarters 

9,813 

41,529 

9,813 

41,529 

9,819 

41,529 

9,819 

41,529 

Total SW ASIA 

51,348 

51,348 

51, 348 

51,348 

»* BAHRAIN ISLAND 

SI. 348 

SI, 348 

51,348 

51,348 

BELGIUM 

Defense -wide 

BRUSSELS 

NATO Headquarters Facility 

26,969 

26.969 

26,969 

26,969 

Total BRUSSELS 

26,969 

26,969 

26, 969 

26,969 

••BELGIUM 

26,363 

26,969 

26,969 

26,969 

DIEGO GARCIA 

Navy 

DIEGO GARCIA 

Communications Infrastructure 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

1.691 

Total DIEGO GARCIA 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

** DIEGO GARCIA 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

1,691 

GERMANY 

Defense Information Systems Agency 

STUTTGART- PATCH BARRACKS 

OISA Europe Facility upgrades 

2.413 

2,413 

2,413 

2,413 

Total STUTTGART-PATCH BARRACKS 

2,413 

2,413 

2,413 

2,413 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

VOGELWEH 

Replace Vogelweh Elementary School 

61,415 

61,415 

61,415 

61,415 

Total VOGELWEH 

61,415 

61,415 

61,415 

61,415 

WEIS8ADEN 

Weisbaden High School Addition 

52,178 

52,178 

52. 178 

52, 178 

Total WEISBADEN 

52.178 

52,178 

52, 178 

52, 178 

••Department of Defense Dependent Education 

113,593 

113.593 

113,593 

113, 593 

TriCare Management Activity 

RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 

Medical Center Replacement Incr 2 


127,000 

127,000 

127,000 

Total RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 


127,000 

127,000 

127.000 

••GERMANY 

116,006 

243,006 

243,006 

243,006 


State - 122 


UNCLASSIFIED 



368 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority as Requested 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 


State/ Component/ Installation 

(9 Thousands) 

Ruth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Data as of 

*PPn 

Amount 

Feb 2312 

TOA 

Amount 

GREECE 

Navy 

SOUDA SAY 

Aircraft Parking Apron Expansion 
Intermodal Access Road 

20,493 

4 , 63C 

20,493 

4,630 

20,493 

4,630 

20,493 

4,630 

Total SOUDA BAY 

25, 123 

25, 123 

25, 123 

25,123 

* * GREECE 

25,123 

25,123 

25,123 

25, 123 

GREENLAND 

Air Force 

THULE AS 

Dormitory (48 PNJ 

24,500 

24,500 

24,500 

24,500 

Total THULE AB 

24,500 

24,500 

24 , 500 

24,500 

* ‘GREENLAND 

24,500 

24,500 

24,500 

24,500 

GUAM 

Army Notional Guard 

BARRIGAOA 

JFHQ Ph4 

0,500 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

Total 8ARRIGADA 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

8,500 

Navy 

Joint Region Mariana a 

North Ramp Parking (Andersen AFB) • 

- INC 2 

25,904 

25,904 

25,904 

Total Joint Region Marianas 


25,904 

25,904 

25,904 

Defense Logistics Agency 

ANDERSEN AFB 

Upgrade Fuel Pipeline 

6-7,500 

67,500 

67,500 

67,500 

Total ANDERSEN AFB 

67,500 

67.500 

67, 500 

67,500 

••GUAM 

76,000 

101.904 

101,904 

101, 904 

GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 

Defense Logistics Agency 

GUANTANAMO BAY 

Replace Fuel pier 

37,600 

37,600 

37, 600 

37,600 

Replace Truck Load Facility 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

Total GUANTANAMO BAY 

40.200 

40, 200 

40,200 

40,200 

• 'GUANTANAMO BAY , CUBA 

40,200 

40,200 

40, 200 

40,200 

ITALY 

Army 

CAMP EDERLE 

Barracks 

36.000 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

Total CAMP EDERLE 

36,000 

36,000 

36,000 

36.000 


State - 123 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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(IN CLASSIFIED 

FF 2013 Military Construct ion Total Obligations! Authority as Requested 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Out* ids the United States 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Tnstallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appa Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

VICENZA 

Simulations Center 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

Total VICENZA 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

32,000 

• * Army 

68,000 

68,000 

68,000 

68, 000 

Air Force 

AVIANO AS 

F-16 Mission Training Center 

9,400 

9,400 

9,400 

9,400 

Total AVIANO AB 

9,400 

9,400 

9,430 

9,400 

** ITALY 

77,400 

77,400 

77.400 

77,400 

JAPAN 

Army 

OKINAWA 

Satellite Communications Facility 

78,000 

78,000 

78,000 

78,000 

Total OKINAWA 

78,000 

78,000 

78,000 

73,000 

SAGAMI 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

18.000 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

Total SAGAMI 

18,000 

18,000 

18,000 

18.000 

* *Army 

96.000 

96,000 

96,000 

96,000 

Navy 

IWAX'JNI 

Maintenance Hangar improvements 

Vertical Take-Off and Landing Pad North 

5,722 

7,416 

5,722 

7,416 

5,722 

7,416 

5,722 

7,416 

Total IWAKUNI 

13,138 

13,138 

13, 138 

13,138 

OKINAWA 

Bachelor Quarters 

8,206 

8, 206 

8,206 

8,206 

Total OKINAWA 

8,206 

8,206 

8,206 

8.206 

••Navy 

21,344 

21,344 

21,344 

Zl, 344 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

CAMP 2AMA 

Renovate Zama High School 

13,273 

13,273 

13.273 

13,273 

Total CAMP ZAMA 

13.273 

13,273 

13,273 

13,273 

XADENA AB 

Replace Elementary School 

Replace Stearley Heights Elementary School 

71.772 

71.773 

71.772 

71.773 

71.772 

71.773 

71, 77.2 
71,773 

Total KADENA AB 

143,545 

143,545 

143,545 

143. 54S 

SASEBO 

Replace Sasebo Elementary School 

35,733 

35,733 

35,733 

35.733 

Total SASEBO 

35,733 

35,733 

35,733 

35,733 


State - 124 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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TOCXASSiriED 

nr 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as ft* quested 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United State* 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Cenponant/Inatallation 

Ayth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Apj>n Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ZUKERAN 

Replace Zukeran Elementary School 

79,036 

79,036 

79,036 

79,036 

Total ZUKERAN 

79,036 

79,036 

79,036 

79,036 

* ‘Department of Defense Dependent Education 

271.587 

271,587 

271,507 

271,587 

“JAPAN 

388,931 

388,931 

368,931 

388,931 

KOREA 

Army 

CAMP HUMPHREYS 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 

45,000 

45,000 

45,000 

45,000 

Total CAMP HUMPHREYS 

45,000 

45.000 

45,000 

45, 000 

Department Of Defense Dependent Education 

OSAN AFB 

Replace Oaan Elementary School 

42,692 

42,692 

42,692 

42,692 

Total OSAN AFB 

42,692 

42,692 

42,692 

42.692 

TriCare Management Activity 

KUNSAN AIR BASE 

Medxcal/Dental Clinic Addition 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Total KUNSAN AIR BASE 

13.000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

OSAN AFB 

Hospital Addition/Alteration 

34,600 

34,600 

34,600 

34,600 

Total OSAN APB 

34,600 

34,600 

34,600 

34,600 

“TriCare Management Activity 

47,600 

47,600 

47,600 

47, 600 

“KOREA 

135,292 

135,292 

135,292 

135,292 

PUERTO RICO 

Army National Guard 

CAMP SANTIAGO 

Readiness Center 

3,800 

3,800 

3,800 

3.800 

Total CAMP SANTIAGO 

3,800 

3,803 

3,800 

3,800 

CEIBA 

Refill Station Building 

2,230 

2,200 

2.200 

2,200 

Total CEIBA 

2,700 

2, 200 

2,200 

2,200 

GUAYNABO 

Readiness Center (JFHQ) 

15.000 

15, 000 

15.000 

15,000 

Total GUAYNABO 

15,000 

15, 000 

15, 0C0 

15. 000 

GURABQ 

Readiness Center 

14,700 

14,700 

14,700 

14,700 

Total GURABO 

14,700 

14,700 

14,700 

14,700 

“Army National Guard 

35,700 

35,700 

35,700 

35,700 

“PUERTO RICO 

35.700 

35,700 

35,700 

35,700 


State - 125 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

n 2013 Military Construction Total Obllgational Authority as Requastsd 

Active , Quard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

<$ Thousands) pats as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/lnstalletion 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

ROMANIA 

Navy 

Deveaelu, Romania 

AEGIS Ashore Missile Defense Complex 

45,205 

45,205 

45,205 

45,205 

Total Deveaelu, Romania 

45,205 

45,205 

45.20S 

45,205 

Missile Defense Agency 

Deveaelu, Romania 

Aegis Ashore Missile Defense System Complex 

157,900 

157,900 

157,900 

157,900 

Total Deveaelu, Romania 

157,900 

157, 900 

157,900 

157,900 

** ROMANIA 

203,105 

203,105 

203,105 

203,105 

SPAIN 

Navy 

ROTA 

General Purpose Warehouse 

3,378 

3,378 

3,378 

3,378 

High Explosive Magazine 

13,837 

13,837 

13,037 

13,837 

Total ROTA 

17,215 

17,215 

17.21S 

17,215 

** SPAIN 

17,215 

17,215 

17,215 

17.215 

UNITED KINGDOM 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

MENVITH HILL STATION 

Replace Menwith Hill Elementary/High School 

46,489 

46,488 

46, 488 

46,488 

Total MENWITH HILL STATION 

46,498 

46,488 

46,480 

46,488 

RAF FELTWELL 

Feltwell Elementary School Addition 

30,811 

30,811 

30.811 

30,811 

Total RAF FELTWELL 

30,811 

30,811 

30,811 

30.811 

•♦Department of Defense Dependent Education 

77.299 

77,299 

77,299 

77,299 

National Security Agency 

MENWITH HILL STATION 

MHS Utilities and Roads 

3,795 

3.795 

3.795 

3,795 

Total MENWITH HILL STATION 

3.795 

3,795 

3,795 

3,795 

Special Operations Command 

RAF MILDENHALL 

SOF cv-22 simulator Facility 

6,490 

6.490 

6. 490 

6,490 

Total RAF MILDENHALL 

6.490 

6, 490 

6,490 

6.490 

••UNITED KINGDOM 

37,584 

87.584 

87,584 

87,584 


State - 126 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Ft 2013 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority aa Ra quo* tad 

Active, Guard and Reserve Foccoa 
Specified Outoido tho United State* 

($ Thousand*} Data as of Feb 2012 


S tat«/C£Bjq>oiMint/In 0 t«llatlon 

Autb 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

DJIBOUTI 

Navy 

CAMP LEMON I ER, DJIBOUTI 

Containerized Living and Wort Units 

Fitness Center 

Galley Addition and warehouse 

Joint HO/ Joint Operations Center Facility 

7,510 

26,963 

22,223 

42,730 

7,510 

26,960 

22,220 

42,730 

7,510 

26,960 

23,220 

42,730 

7,510 

26,960 

22,220 

42,730 

Total CAMP LEMON I ER, DJIBOUTI 

99,420 

99. 420 

99,420 

99, 420 

* ‘DJIBOUTI 

99,420 

99,420 

99,420 

99,420 


Scale - 127 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2013 Military Con* traction Total Obligation* 1 Authority a* Raquaated 

Aotiva, Guard and Reserve Fore** 

Specif iad Outaid* tha United Stat ma 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Sfcat»/Cosspon«nt/X ns tallation 
-Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn TOA 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 


Totals 


Army 

Navy 

Air Force 
Defense -Wide 

specified Outside the United States 


253, 2C0 
261,346 
33,900 
858,038 
1,406,484 


253,200 
287,250 
33,900 
985,038 
1,559, 388 


253,200 253,200 

287,250 287,250 

33,900 33,900 

965,038 985,030 

1,559.388 1,559,388 


State - 129 


UNCLASSIFIED 



374 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority mm Requeated 


Active, Guard and Raiarve Force* 

Unspecified Worldwide 
(3 Thousands) 

Data as of 

Feb 2012 

State/Component/Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

APP« 

Amount 

toa 

Amount 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

QAMS Operational Facilities 

Navy 

34,048 

34,048 

34,048 

34,048 

Total BAMS operational Facilities 

34,049 

34,048 

34,048 

34,048 

USA-121: FORT GILLEM, GA 

Army 

4. 976 

4,976 

4,976 

4, 976 

Total USA -121: FORT GILLEM, GA 

4,976 

4,976 

4,976 

4,976 

USA -2 22: FORT MCPHERSON, GA 

Army 

6,772 

6,772 

6,772 

6, 772 

Total USA- 222: FORT MCPHERSON, GA 

6,772 

6,772 

6,772 

6,772 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

Army 

Air Force 

20,453 

60S 

20,453 

605 

20,453 

605 

20,453 

605 

Total PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

21,058 

21,058 

21,058 

21, 0S8 

USA- 223: FORT MONMOUTH, NJ 

Array 

9,989 

9,989 

9, 989 

9,989 

Total USA-223: FORT MONMOUTH, Nil 

3,989 

9,989 

9, 989 

9,989 

USA -36: RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

Army 

1,385 

1,385 

1,385 

1,385 

Total USA- 36: RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 

1,385 

1,385 

1,385 

1,385 

USA- 113: FORT MONROE, VA 

Army 

12,184 

12,184 

12,184 

12,184 

Total USA- 113: FORT MONROE, VA 

12,184 

12,194 

12, 104 

12.184 

USA-236: RC TRANSFORMATION IN CT 

Army 

557 

S57 

557 

557 

Total USA-216: RC TRANSFORMATION IN CT 

SS7 

557 

657 

557 

USA-242 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 

Army 

172 

172 

172 

172 

Total USA-242: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 

172 

172 

172 

172 

USA-253: RC TRANSFORMATION IN PA 

Army 

100 

100 

100 

100 

Total USA- 253 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN PA 

100 

100 

100 

100 

USA-212; USAR CMD & CNTRL - NEW ENGLAND 

Army 

222 

222 

222 

222 

Total USA- 212: USAR CMD *. CNTRL - NEW ENGLA 

222 

222 

222 

222 

USA -167: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - NE 

Army 

175 

1?5 

175 

175 

Totai USA- 167: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL. - N 

175 

175 

175 

175 


State - 129 


UNCLASSIFIED 



375 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Roques tad 


Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 

Unapeaified Worldwide 
<3 Thouaands) 

Data as of 

Feb 2012 

bate /Component/Ina fcallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

Project Name 





DON- 172: NWS SEAL BEACH, CONCORD, CA 

Navy 

2,129 

2,129 

2, 129 

2,129 

Total DON- 172: NWS SEAL BEACH, CONCORD, CA 

2,129 

2.129 

2,129 

2, 129 

DON- 139 ■ NAS BRUNSWICK, ME 

Navy 

4,897 

4,897 

4,897 

4.897 

Total DON- 138: NAS BRUNSWICK, ME 

4,897 

4,897 

4,897 

4.897 

DON- 157: MCSA KANSAS CITY, MO 

Navy 

39 

39 

39 

39 

Total DON- 157: MCSA KANSAS CITY, MO 

39 

39 

39 

39 

DON- 04: JR8 WILLOW GROVE & CAMBRIA REG AP 

Navy 

189 

189 

189 

109 

Total DON- 84-. JRB WILLOW GROVE & CAMBRIA RE 

109 

189 

189 

189 

DON- 168: NS NEWPORT, RI 

Navy 

1,742 

1,742 

1,742 

1,742 

Total DON- 168: NS NEWPORT, RI 

1,742 

1,742 

1,742 

1,742 

IND-112: RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, CA 

Army 

22,431 

22,431 

22,431 

22,431 

Total IND-112: RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, 

22,431 

22,431 

22,431 

22,431 

IND-1I9: NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT, IN 

Army 

197 

197 

197 

197 

Total IND- 119 . NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT, IN 

197 

197 

197 

197 

IND-106: KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, KS 

Army 

7,280 

7,280 

7,280 

7,280 

Total IND- 106: KANSAS ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT 

7.280 

7,280 

7,280 

7,280 

IND-UO- MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT, MS 

Army 

160 

160 

160 

160 

Total IND- 110: MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT, 

160 

160 

160 

160 

IND- 122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT. TX 

Army 

11,379 

11,379 

11,379 

11,379 

Total IND- 122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT, T 

11,379 

11,379 

11,379 

11,379 

MED-2 : WALTER REED NMMC, BETHESDA, MD 

Army 

7,787 

7.787 

7,787 

7, 787 

Total MED-2: WALTER REED NMMC, BETHESDA. MD 

7,787 

7,787 

7.787 

7,787 

MED- 57: BROOKS CITY BASE, TX 

Air Force 

326 

326 

326 

326 

Total MED-57: BROOKS CITY BASE, TX 

326 

326 

326 

325 


State - 130 


UNCLASSIFIED 



376 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Rsquoated 


Active, Guard and Ra«am Foreaa 

Unspecified Worldwide 
<9 Thousand*) 

loth Auth for 

State/Componant/lnatallation Amount Appn Amount 

Data as of 

Appn 

Amount 

Feb 2012 

TQA 

Amount 






COMM ADD 3: GALENA FOL, AK 

Air Force 

1,337 

1,337 

1.337 

1.337 

Total COMM ADD 3: GALENA FGL, AK 

1,337 

1,337 

1,337 

1,337 

Energy Conservation Investment Program 

Defense-Wide 

150.000 

150,000 

150. COO 

150,000 

Total Energy Conservation Investment Progra 

150,000 

150,000 

150,000 

ISO, 000 

Contingency Construction 

De fense-Wide 


10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Total Contingency Construction 


10,000 

10,000 

10,000 

Nato Security Investment Program 

Defense- Hide 

254,163 

254,163 

254.163 

254,163 

Total Nato Security Investment Program 

254, 163 

254,163 

254.163 

254,163 

DON- 100. PLANING, DESIGN AND MANAGEMENT 

Navy 

5,039 

S.038 

5,038 

5,038 

Total OON-lOO: PLANING, DESIGN AND MANAGEME 

5.03B 

5,038 

5,036 

5,038 

DON- 101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

Navy 

4.176 

4,176 

4,176 

4,176 

Total DON* 101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

4,176 

4.176 

4, 176 

4,176 

Transient Contingency Dormitory - 100 RM 

Air Force 

17,625 

17,625 

17,625 

17,625 

Total Transient Contingency Dormitory - 100 

17,625 

17,625 

17,625 

17.625 

Transient Aircraft Hangars 

Air Force 

15,032 

15,032 

15,032 

15,032 

Total Transient Aircraft Hangars 

15,032 

15,032 

15. 032 

15,032 

Sanitary Sewer Lift/Pump Station 

Air Force 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

Total Sanitary Sewer Lift/Pump Station 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

Army 


25,000 

25, 000 

25,000 

Navy 


16,535 

16,535 

16, 535 

Air Force 


18,200 

18,200 

18,200 

DEFENSE-WIDE 

Defense-wide 


3,000 

3,000 

3.0QO 

Defense Logistics Agency 


7.254 

7.254 

7,254 

Department cf Defense Dependent Education 


4.091 

4,091 

4,091 

National Security Agency 


3,000 

3,000 

3,000 

Special Operations Command 


10, 000 

10, 000 

10,000 

The Joint Staff 


6,440 

6, 440 

6,440 

TriCare Management Activity 


5,000 

5,000 

5,000 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


38,785 

36,785 

38,785 

Army National Guard 


15,057 

15,057 

15,057 

Air National Guard 


5,900 

5,900 

5, 900 

Army Reserve 


10,895 

10,695 

10,895 

Air Force Reserve 


2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

Total MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


132, 372 

132,372 

132,372 


State - 111 


UNCLASSIFIED 



377 


UNCLASSIFIED 

rx 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Requested 

Aotiva, Guard and Reserve Toroes 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2312 


S tate/Coscponen t/Ina tal lation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

oject Name 





PLANNING AND DESIGN 

Army 


99,173 

99, 173 

99,173 

Navy 


102,619 

102,619 

102,619 

Air Force 


18,635 

18,635 

18,635 

DEFENSE -WIDE 

Defense-Wide 


47,976 

47.978 

47, 978 

Defense Intelligence Agency 


2,919 

2,919 

2,919 

Defense Logistics Agency 


5,000 

5.000 

5,000 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 


105,569 

105,569 

105,569 

Missile Defense Agency 


4,548 

4,548 

4,548 

National Security Agency 


6,300 

8, 300 

8,300 

Special Operations Command 


27,620 

27, 620 

27,620 

TriCare Management Activity 


105,700 

105,700 

105,700 

Washington Headquarters Services 


7,928 

7, 928 

7, 928 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


315,562 

315.562 

315,562 

Army National Guard 


26,622 

26, 622 

26, 622 

Air National Guard 


4.000 

4,000 

4.000 

Army Reserve 


15,951 

15,951 

15,951 

Navy Reserve 


2,118 

2,118 

2,118 

Air Force Reserve 


2,879 

2,879 

2,879 

Total PLANNING AND DESIGN 


587,559 

587,559 

587,559 

Base Realignment & Closure 

Army 

79,693 

79,893 

79,833 

79,893 

Air Force 

122,552 

122,552 

122,552 

122,552 

Navy 

146, 951 

146,951 

146,951 

146, 951 

Total Base Realignment & Closure 

349,396 

349.396 

349, 396 

349, 396 

••WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

948,961 

1,678,892 

1,678,892 

1,678,892 


State - 132 


UNCLASSIFIED 



378 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a* Raquaatad 


Activa, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 
{$ Thousands) 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Sfcate/Conponent/Installation 
- ---Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn TOA 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 


Army 

Navy 

Air Force 
Defense -Wide 
Unspecified Worldwide 


186 , 112 
199,209 
159.477 
404.163 


378,810 

320,481 

211.091 

768,510 


378,810 
320,481 
211,091 
760, S10 


948.961 1,678.892 1,678,892 


376.810 

320,481 

211,091 

768,510 

1,678,892 


State - 133 


UNCLASSIFIED 



379 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2013 Family Bousing Total Obligation*! Authority as R«qu«st«d 

{$ Thousaada) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/Componant/Ina tallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 






Army 

Family Housing P&D 


4,641 

4,641 

4,641 

Utilities Account 


38. 112 

88, 112 

88,112 

Furnishings Account 


31,765 

31,785 

31,785 

Management Account 


56,970 

86, 970 

56,970 

Miscellaneous Account 


620 

620 

620 

Services Account 


13,487 

13,467 

13,487 

Leasing 


203,533 

203.533 

203,533 

Maintenance of Real Property 


109, S34 

109,534 

109,534 

Privatization Support Costs 


26,010 

26,010 

26,010 

Total Family Housing, Army 


534,692 

534,692 

534,692 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Army 


534,692 

534.692 

534,692 

Navy 

Improvements 


97,655 

97, €55 

97,655 

Design 


4,527 

4,527 

4,527 

Utilities Account 


80,860 

80. 860 

80,860 

Furnishings Account 


17,697 

17,697 

17,697 

Management Account 


62,741 

62,741 

62,741 

Miscellaneous Account 


491 

491 

4 91 

Services Account 


19.615 

19,615 

19,615 

Leasing 


83,774 

83,774 

83,774 

Maintenance Of Real Property 


85,254 

85,254 

85.254 

Privatization Support Costs 


27,798 

27.798 

27,798 

Total Family Housing, Navy 


480,412 

490.412 

480,412 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Navy 


480,412 

480,412 

480,412 

Air Force 

Improvements 


79,571 

79,571 

79,571 

Planning And Design 


4,253 

4,253 

4,253 

Utilities Account 


75,662 

75,662 

75,662 

Furnishings Account 


37 , 878 

37, 878 

37,878 

Management Account 


55,002 

55,002 

55,002 

Miscellaneous Account 


1, 943 

1, 94 3 

1,94 3 

Services Account 


16,550 

16,550 

16,550 

Leasing 


62,730 

62,730 

62,730 

Maintenance {RPMA RPMC) 


201.937 

201,937 

201,937 

Housing Privatization 


46, 127 

46, 127 

46, 127 

Total Family Housing, Air Force 


581.653 

581,653 

581,653 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Air Force 


581.653 

581,653 

581,653 


State - 134 


UNCLASSIFIED 



380 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 20X3 Family Housing Tot*l Obi igational Authority ft* H«qu«»tod 


{$ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feh 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

St* fc* /Component/ Installation 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 






Defense-Wide 





Family Housing Improvement Fund 


1,786 

1,786 

1.786 

Total Family Housing, Defense -Wide 


1,786 

1,786 

1,786 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense -Wide 


1,786 

1,786 

1,786 

Defense Intelligence Agency 





Furnishings Account 


4,660 

4,660 

4,660 

Leasing 


35,333 

35,333 

35,333 

Total Family Housing, Defense Intelligence Agency 


39,993 

39,993 

39,993 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense Intelligence 


39,993 

39,993 

39,993 

Defense Logistics Agency 





Utilities Account 


283 

293 

283 

Furnishings Account 


20 

20 

20 

Management Account 


371 

371 

371 

Services Account 


31 

31 

31 

Maintenance Of Real Property 


S67 

567 

567 

Total Family Housing, Defense Logistics Agency 


1,272 

1,272 

1,272 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, Defense Logistics Age 


3,272 

1,272 

1,272 

National Security Agency 





Utilities Account 


12 

12 

12 

Furnishings Account 


66 

66 

66 

Leasing 


10,822 

10,822 

10,822 

Maintenance Of Real Property 


73 

73 

73 

Total Family Housing, National Security Agency 


10,973 

10,973 

10,973 

GRAND TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING, National Security Age 


10,973 

10,973 

10,973 


State * 135 


UNCLASSIFIED 



381 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2 01 1 Hi 1 i tary Construction Total Obiigational 
Total Construction Program 


Sutwaary try facility 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

THAI (Una FACILITIES 

MAIWTSNANCK fc PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

RAD FACILITIES 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

ADM INSTRATI Vg FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

REAL ESTATE 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

BIKRUY CONSERVATION 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

PLANNING fc DESIGN 

BASE REALIGNMENT i. CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

FAMILY HOUSING PU> 

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 

OTHSR 

Total 


By Typa Of Facility 
(9 THooaanda) 

Aut> Auth For 

Awount Appn Amount 


2,730,002 

3,378,940 

1,939,737 

1.939,737 

1,685,592 

1,829,429 

99,988 

222,388 

288,209 

308, 209 

378,633 

523,733 

400,613 

400,613 

2,450, 597 

2,450,597 

523,504 

523,504 

865,791 

895,791 

182.230 

102,230 

336,205 

336,205 

16,000 

16,000 

117,339 

117,339 


237,034 


779,905 

2,779.237 

2,787.997 

334.447 

334.447 


947.033 

92,498 

802.935 


3,246 


680,110 


780.346 

73,763 

363,399 

15, 372,465 

21,001.169 


Authority 


Data as of Feb 2012 

A ppn TO* 

Aaount teount 


3,136.71* 

3.136,714 

1,987,770 

1,007,770 

1,670,602 

1,670,602 

212,206 

212,206 

282,880 

282.880 

444,196 

444. 196 

468,192 

468,192 

2,355,922 

2, 355,922 

512,259 

512.259 

854,721 

854,721 

180,215 

180,215 

333, 345 

333.345 

16,000 

16,000 

117.232 

117,232 

226.497 

226,497 

762.363 

762.363 

2,707,997 

2,7*7,997 

334,447 

334,447 

947.033 

947.013 

1.004,271 

1.004,271 

3.248 

3.246 

680,110 

660,110 

780,346 

780, 346 

452,016 

452,0X6 

20,450,502 

20.45C, 582 


Facility * 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 


382 


wtcuwsairiED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obi i aational Authority 
Arwy 

By Typa of Facility 



13 Thousand a) 


Data as 

of Feb 2012 

Summary by raoility 

AUth 

Amount 

Auth Tor 

Appn Amount 

A«?n 

Amount 

TGA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

994,600 

1.105,300 

1,074,320 

1,074,320 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

1,440.235 

1,440,235 

1,416,951 

1,416,951 

MAINTENANCE A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

*191,856 

916,577 

B4S.535 

845,535 

RU) FACILITIES 

14.600 

34,600 

14,571 

14,571 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

40,970 

40,970 

40,964 

40,964 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

44,600 

44,600 

44,600 

44,600 

ADMINSTRATIVE FACILITIES 

45.100 

45,300 

43. 163 

43, 163 

TROOP MOUSING FACILITIES 

1,384,419 

1,384,419 

2,341,767 

1,341,767 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

1 19, 300 

139,300 

135,999 

135,999 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

291,200 

291,200 

288.547 

288,547 

ARM ESTATE 

101,200 

103. 2C0 

100,998 

100,998 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

209,191 

209 , 191 

209,164 

209, 164 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

16,000 

16,000 

16.000 

16.000 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

48,016 

48,016 

47.920 

47.920 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


92,724 

92, 701 

92,701 

PLANNING (. DESIGN 


137.277 

137.233 

137,213 

HASS REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

1,125,140 

1,133.900 

1,133,900 

1. 13J.900 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

55,329 

622, 169 

627, 122 

027,122 

HOMBOWNKRS ASSISTANCE 


680, 110 

680, no 

680.110 

OTHER 

31,963 

311,499 

356.449 

356.449 

*** Total 

6,773.808 

8.774,376 

0,647,994 

B. 647, 994 


Facility ■* 2 


UNCLASSIFIED 



383 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
Havy 

By Typo Of facility 



(S Thousands) 


Data as 

0 

1 

o 

Summary toy Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Ap»n Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TGA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

611,01* 

751,01* 

694,900 

694,900 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

213 . on 

213,033 

195,630 

195,630 

MAINTENANCE 4, PRODUCTION PACILITIK5 

639,918 

659.034 

598,231 

598,231 

RtD FACILITIES 

85,39* 

S5.36B 

75,460 

75.480 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

143,324 

143, 324 

128.283 

128, 283 

ADM INSTRATI VS FACILITIES 

256.060 

258,060 

250,720 

250,720 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

790,359 

790,159 

77 i , 124 

773,124 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

57.470 

57.470 

50,613 

50,813 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

237,053 

267,053 

243,127 

241,127 

REAL ESTATE 

81.030 

81,030 

79,217 

79,217 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

127.024 

127,024 

124, IS1 

124,181 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

29, 472 

29.472 

29,472 

29,472 

UNSPECIFIED Ml HOP CONSTRUCTION 


23. ill 

23.069 

23,069 

PLANNING & DESIGN 


12S.227 

124.987 

124,907 

BASK REALIGNMENT fc CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

531,245 

531, 24S 

531.245 

531,245 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


37 1 ,7 IS 

371,715 

371,715 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

37.169 

182,897 

193,423 

193,423 

FAMILY HOUSING PAD 


3,248 

3.248 

3,248 

OTHER 



4,321 

4.321 

*** Total 

3.841.363 

4.699.508 

4,495, 186 

4,495. 186 


Pacility * 3 


UNCLASSIFIED 


384 


UNCLASSIFIED 


rv 2011 Military Construction Total Qbligat tonal Authority 


Air Fore* 

By Typo Of Facility 



(9 Thou sanda) 


Data as ot 

Feb 2012 

Summary bv Faoillty 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

680, 7*8 

680,798 

563.155 

563, 155 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

251.350 

251.350 

240,141 

240.141 

MAINTENANCE i. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

235.479 

225,479 

198, 5S3 

198,553 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

51,954 

51, 954 

41,816 

41,816 

ADM INSTSAT I VE FACILITIES 

46,300 

46.300 

43.618 

43.618 

TROOP ROUSING PACIUTIBS 

213, 120 

213. 120 

176,257 

178,257 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

4,500 

4,500 

4,051 

4.0S1 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

48,650 

48,650 

48,553 

48,553 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

13.845 

33,845 

33,845 

33,845 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


78,343 

78,285 

78,285 

PLANNING A DESIGN 


94,584 

94,430 

94,430 

BASE REALIGNMENT t CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

267,157 

267,157 

267,157 

267, 157 

FAMILY HOU3XNG OPERATIONS 


535,665 

525,665 

525.665 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


77,869 

IB3.726 

183,726 

OTHER 



29.227 

29.227 

•** Total *'• 

1.823, 153 

2,599. 614 

2,530,479 

2.S30.479 


Facility - A 


UHC LAS S I FI CO 


385 


8u«m»gy by facility 
OP BRAT I ONAL FACILITIES 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

MAINTENANCE k PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

RAO FACILITIES 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

ADM I NSTRAT I VB FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

KNKRGY CONSERVATION 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

PLANNING * DESIGN 

BASS REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 
NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 
FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 
FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 
OTHER 41.900 

*«• TOtAl **• 2, 934, 141 


Data aa of Feb 2012 


Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

842,024 

804.339 

804,339 

35.119 

35,048 

35,048 

28,339 

2B, 283 

28.283 

122,400 

122.155 

122, 155 

71.961 

71,81? 

71.017 

479.133 

399,596 

399.596 

130,953 

130,691 

130,691 

62,900 

62.774 

62,774 

322,234 

321.396 

321,396 

268,888 

274,494 

274,494 

6,006 

5,995 

S.995 

42,856 

32,442 

32,442 

422,817 

405.733 

405,733 

855,695 

855.695 

855,695 

334,447 

334,447 

394,447 

49.653 

49,653 

49,653 

780. 346 

780, 346 

780, 346 

51,900 

62,019 

62,019 

4.927.671 

4.776,923 

4,776,923 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Dafanaa Nida 
By Typa Of Facility 
($ Thouaanda) 

Auth 
Amount 
4 43, 666 

35,119 

28,339 

51,961 
332,033 
130.953 
€2.900 
322,234 
298.688 
6,006 

955,695 
334,447 


Facility - 5 


UNCLASSIFIED 


386 


UNCLASSIFIED 

nr 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Actlva forces 
&y Type Of Facility 



(3 Thouaanda) 


Data as 

of Feb 2012 

Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount. 

APpn 

Amount 

IGA 

OFKRATIOKAL FACILITIES 

2, 162,014 

2,412.514 

2.208. 146 

2,208,146 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

1,081, 112 

1,031,112 

1,030.357 

1,030.357 

MAnmtNAtfCE Si PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

1,345,005 

1,488,842 

1.330,653 

1,330,653 

HfcO FACILITIES 

99.988 

99,988 

90,051 

90,051 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

221,278 

221.278 

196,093 

196,093 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

44,600 

44,600 

44,600 

44,600 

ADM INSTRATI VS FACILITIES 

321,160 

321, 160 

309,058 

309,058 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

2,345,417 

2,345,417 

2,250,933 

2,250.933 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

201, 27C 

201,270 

190,863 

190,863 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

56B.4S3 

598,453 

571,794 

571.794 

REAL ESTATE 

182,230 

182,230 

100.215 

180,215 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

326,724 

326, 724 

323,864 

323,864 

MR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

16,000 

16, 000 

16,000 

16,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


166,791 

166,713 

166,713 

PLANNING 6 DESIGN 


279,524 

279. 151 

279.151 

BASE REALIGNMENT U CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

1,468.352 

1,477. 112 

1.477,112 

1,477.112 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


897.380 

897, 380 

897.300 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

32,498 

882, 93S 

1,004,271 

1,004,271 

FAMILY HOUSING PfcD 


3.248 

3,248 

3.248 

OTHER 


279.636 

357,398 

J57.J9B 

*** Total 

10,476,101 

13,326,214 

12, 927, 900 

12,927. 900 


Facility - 6 


UNCLASSIFIED 


387 


unclassified 

FT *011 Military Construction Total abliQational Authority 

National Guard and, R*»*rv» Foccaa 
By Typ* Of Facility 



IS Thousand*) 


Oat* *3 

Of Feb 2032 

Svwaarv bv Facility 

Auth 

Afltount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

*ppn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

124,403 

124.402 

124,229 

124,229 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

821.506 

823, 506 

822.365 

822,365 

MAINTENANCE & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

312, 248 

312.248 

311.666 

311,666 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

14.970 

14,970 

14 , 970 

14,970 

ADWINSTRATtVB FACILITIES 

26,500 

28,500 

28,443 

28.443 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

42,280 

42.280 

42.215 

42,215 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

8,450 

8,450 

8.433 

8,433 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

9,481 

9,481 

9,481 

9,461 

UNSPBCTF1ED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


27,387 

27,342 

27,342 

PLANNING k DESIGN 


64,231 

64, 158 

64,159 

Total 

1. 363,837 

1,455,455 

1. 453, 302 

1,453,302 


Facility - f 


UNCLASSIFIED 


388 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2011 Military Conattuction Total Obi ig» clonal Authority 

Military Conatruotion 
By Tyv>a Of Facility 



(9 Thousands) 


Data as 

of Feb 2012 

Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

2,730,082 

3, 37 B, 940 

3, 136,714 

3,136,714 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

1,933,737 

1.939,737 

1,887,770 

1,097,770 

MAINTENANCE U PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

1 , 685, 592 

1, *29, 429 

1,670,602 

1,670,602 

RID FACILITIES 

99,988 

222,388 

212,206 

212,206 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

288.209 

30B.209 

282,880 

282,860 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

378,631 

523,733 

444, 196 

444, 196 

AJ3MUNSTRATIVE FACILITIES 

480,813 

480, £13 

468, 192 

468,192 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

2,450,597 

2.450, 597 

2,355.922 

2.355,922 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

523,504 

S23.504 

512,259 

512,259 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

865,791 

895.791 

854,721 

854,721 

REAL ESTATE 

182,230 

182,230 

180,215 

180,215 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

336,205 

336.205 

333,345 

331.345 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16-000 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

117,339 

117,339 

117,232 

117.232 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR. CONSTRUCTION 


237.034 

226,497 

226.497 

PLANNING h DESIGN 


779,905 

762,363 

762.363 

EASE REALIGNMENT 1 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

2,779,237 

2.707. 997 

2-787,997 

2,787,997 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

334,447 

334,447 

334,447 

334 . 447 

OTHER 

73-763 

163. 399 

452,016 

452,016 

*'•* Total *«* 

15,279,957 

17.707.497 

17,035,574 

17.035.574 


Facility - 8 


UNCLASSIFIED 


389 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 


Baas Realignment and Clealng 
By Type Of Facility 
<$ Thou ■ an da) 


Data as of F«b 2012 


Auth Auth for 

Summary by facility Amount Appn Amount 

BASE RltALTCNKENT U CWSVm ACCOUNT 2.779.23? 2,787,997 


Apj>n 

Amount 

2.787,997 


TOA 

Amount 

2.787,997 


»•* Total 


2,779,237 2,787,997 


2,787,997 


2,787,997 


Facility - 9 


UNCLASSIFIED 


390 


UNCLASSIFIED 

nr 2011 Military Cc*n*tructxon Total Obligations! Authority 

Family Housing 
By Typo Of Faaillty 



($ Thousands) 


Daca as 

of Feb 2012 

SunwukjrY by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


947,033 

947,033 

947,033 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

92,498 

882.935 

1,004,271 

1,004,271 

FAMILY HOUSING PfcD 


3.248 

3,246 

3,246 

ttC«8GWNKR3 ASSISTANCE 


680,110 

660.UO 

680.UO 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 


780,346 

760,346 

780,346 

*** TOtAl »•» 

92.49B 

3,293,672 

3,415.008 

3,415,008 


Facility • 10 


UNCLASSIFIED 


391 


uHciAsamio 

1 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority u Enacted 


f RICHARDSON 
PRESIDIO MCNTSSSY 
PORT CARSON, COLORADO 
Miami ■ Dade county 

TORT ST SWART, GEORGIA 
TORT S7 EWART, GBORQJA 
TORT SHAFTS* 

TORT MEADS 

FORT DRUM, NEW YORK 

TORT DRUM, (JEW YORK 

TORT BRAOD 

TOST BRAOG 

TORT »RAO 0 

TORT BRAGG 

TORT BRAGG 

TORT BRAGG 

TORT BLISS 

TORT HOOD, TEXAS 

TORT HOOD, TEXAS 

TORT HOOD, TKXAS 

FORT LSK 

TORT LEWIS 

HAG RAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
SAGRAM AIR BASS. AFGHANISTAN 
RAG RAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
HAGRAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
BAG RAM AIR BASH. AFGHANISTAN 
SAG RAM AIR BASS. AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 
Shi 

TOMBSTONE/ BASTION 
Wiesbaden Army Airfield 
Wiesbaden Army Airfield 
Nleabaden Army Airfield 
Wiesbaden Army Airfield 

VICENZA 

VICENZA 

*• Army 


K Simulation* Center 
A Satellite Ccnmunical Ions Facility 
3 Brigade complex 
L Command and Control Facility 
A Aviation Unit Operation* Complex 
A Battalion Complex 
I Command and Control Facility. Ph 2 
D wideband SATCCM Operation# center 
t Aircraft Fuel Storage Complex 

Y Brigade Complex Ph 1 
: Battalion Congjlex 

C Brigade complex 
C Brigade Complex 
C Brigade Complex 
C Command and Control Facility 
C Company Operations Facilities 
x THAAD Battery Complex 
X Battalion Complex 
X Brigade Complex 
A Company Operations Facilities 
A Company Operations Facility 
A Barracks Ccmplex 
F C-IED Task Force Compound 
P C-IED Task Force Consolidated Laboratory 
p Command a Control Facility 
P Entry Control Point 
p MP ho 

P Task Force Freedom Compound 
p Comaand t Control Facility 
F SOF Joint Operations Center 
F Waste Management Complex 
F Command and Control Headquarters 

Y Command and Battle Center, iner 2 
T Construe! New A CP 

1 Information Processing Center 

Y Sensitive Camps rtmented Information Fac 

f Bde Ccmplex - Barracka/Coanunity, Incr 4 
T Bde Complex - Operations Spt Fac, Incr 4 


WI Aircraft Parking 


•« Army National Guard 
»*• Army Total for OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

Navy 
MOBILE 
YUMA 
YUMA 
MIRAMAR 
SAN DIEGO 
BLOUNT ISLAND 
BLomrr island 
BLOUNT I GLAND 
KINGS BAY 
KANEOHE BAY 

CAMP LEJKUNS, NORTH CAROLINA 

CAMP LBJEUM8. NORTH CARDURA 

NORFOLK 

NORFOLK 

PORTSMOUTH 


L T-6 Outlying Landing Field 
5 Ccmnunlcat Ion* infract rueture upgrade 
S Van Pad Complex Relocation 
1 Parking Apron/Taxlvay Expansion 
t Berthing pier 13 Pepl. a Dredging. Phase l 
- containet Staging and Loading Lot 
L Container Storage Lot 
u Hardstand Extension 
Security Enclave a vehicle Barriers 
Waterfront Operations Facility 
2nd Intel Battalion Nainteance/Ops Complex 
BCD Addition • 2nd Marine Logistics Group 
Pier 1 upgrades to Berth US NS comfort 
Piers 1 i ID Upgrades for DOG 1000 
Ship Repair Pier Replacement <IWC> 

Facility - II 


54.444 

15,241 

<5.022 


84,244 

7.2S4 

5.810 


<5.012 
105,988 
1,181 
J.T03 
12, <24 
41, 991 
18. TO! 
88.245 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

1 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a 


Bl waterfront Development, Phase J 
Ml* Apr* harbor Hbsrve* imp. [INC! 
SP Air Traffic Control Tovar 


Navy Reserve 
WtM ORLEANS 
WILLIAMSBURG 

* ' Navy Reserve 

**» Navy Total for OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

Air Force 

SLMENDORP APB 
DAVIS -MONTH**) AFB 
LUKE AFB 

BUCK^V AIR F0RC8 (IASS 
PETERSON ATO 
BOLLING AFB 
PATRICK AKB 
CHKBCH APB 
NSLLIS APB 
MCGUIRE APB 
CANNON APB 


SW ASIA 
RAM STEIN AS 
VILSHCX 
ANURHSRN APB 
AND1WSBW APB 
AVXANO AS 
AL UDB1D, QATAR 
Ai, MISAWNA)! AB 
OAF MILDCNHAU. 

" Air Force 

Mr National Guard 
DAVIS MOJtTHAN AFB 
PORT HVAOWCA 
SAVAHNAH/HILTON HEAD IAP 
CAPITAL MAP 

HOLMAN RBCIOHAL AIRPORT 
MARTIN STATE AIRPORT 
STHMART IAP 
ST ANSI cowry AIRPORT 
STATE COLLEGE ANGS 
NASHVILLE IAP 


At TFI- Predator Poc-Active Duty Aaaociaca 

AZ TPI -Predator Lrt Beddovn 

GA Relocate Air Supt Opera Sqdn iAsoa) Fac 

IL TPI-Oiaf Beddovn -Upgrade Facilities 

IN TFI-Asoa Beddomv Upgrade Facilities 

MO Replace opa and Medical Training Facility 

NY Base Oefanee Croup Reddowi 

ftC Upgrade Asoti Facilities 

PA Add to and Alter AOS Facility 

TN TFt-Renovate Intal Squadron Facilities 


K Add/Blter Mr Support Operation# Squadron Tra 
Z HC-UOd Aerial Cargo Facility 
Z P - 15 Squadron Operations Facility 
3 Security rorcee Operationa Facility 
a raIDRS Space control Facility 
C Joint Air Defense Operations center 
L Air Force Technical Applications center 
v UAS Bitfield Fire/Crash Rescue Station 
v F-35 Add /Alter «23 Test Evaluation Squadron P 
3 Base Opa/Cossnand Poet Facility (TFI) 
n UaS Squadion Ops Facility 
y 30th Mr Support Operations Squadron Complex 
D Control Tover/Base Operations Facility 
X One -company Fire Station 
r P • 23 T* 10 Engine Teat Cell 
F Consolidated Rigging Facility 
P KKESVAC Ramp Expansion/ Pi re Station 
I North Apron Expansion 
y uas 3ATC0M Relay Pads k Facility 
f Air Support Operations Squadron (ASOS) Ccmple 
J Guam Stride Opa Group k Tanker Task Force Ren 
u PRTC - Combat Ccemunlcationa Operations Facil 
r Air Support operations squadron (asos) Fac i 1 i 
A Construct Tactical Raap/vehicle Maine Fac 
M Airlift Ramp and Fuel Facilities 
K Extend Taxi way Alpha 


* Air National Guard 

■ Air Fore* Total for OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


8i, 15P 
«80.7»8 


Facility - 12 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


TV 2011 Military Construction Total Ctoligstionsi Authority »* Enacted 


Installation 

Defense Logistic* Agency 
POINT MUCU 
HUNTER ANGS 
CRANEY ISLAND 
XADKNA AB 
N1SAKA AS 
RAP NXUJSNHALL 

** Defense Logistic# Agency 

National Security Agency 
CARP WILLIAMS 


AativB, Nations! Gusrd, *nd Reserve Peiress 
By Typo Of facility 
(J Thousand*) 


2£ sates* 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


CA Aircraft Direct fueling station 

GA fuel Unload Psclllty 

VA Replace fuel Pier 

JA install fuel Filter* -Separator# 

ja Hydrant fuel system 

UK Rpl Hydrant fuel Distribution System 


1.100 3,100 

2,400 2,400 

58,000 58,000 



15,800 15,800 

113.400 113,400 


UT CMC I oat* Center increment 3 


** National Security Agency 

Special Operations Command 
EGL1H AFB 
FORT STOWING 
PORT BENNIMG 
HUNTSft MW AIRFIELD 
PEARL HARBOR 
FORT CAMPBELL. KENTUCKY 
CANNON AP8 
CANNON AF8 
CANNON AFB 
FORT BRAGG 
FORT BRAGG 
FORT BRAGG 
PORT BRAGG 
FORT BRAGG 

*■ special Operations command 

Trieste Management Activity 

FORT DETRICK 
PORT DETRICK 
FORT DETRICK 

»* TriCare Management Activity 


198. 358 


FL SOP Ground Support Battalion Detachment 
GA EOF Company Support Pacility 
GA SOP MWD Kennel Complex 
GA SOP THMF Expansion 

HI HSWGJ Coetand and Operations Facility 
KY SOF Battalion Ope Complex 
m SOF C-1J0 Parting Apron Phase 1 
*M Sof Aircraft Parting Apion (MC-llOJ) 

HM Sol operations And Training Complex 
NC SOF Admin/ Company Operations 
NC SOF C« Facility - .7S0C 
NC OOP Joint Intelligence Brigade Facility 
NC SOF Operational Communications Facility 
NC Sof Operations Additions 


6.030 

20,441 



28.804 

18.085 

26,006 


3».67« 

10,347 

41.000 

12.000 
11,000 
IS. 785 


388.770 


NO Consolidated Logistics Fscility 
HD Information Services Facility Expansion 
HO N1BC Security fencing And Equipment 



Washington Headquarters Services 

PENTAGON v» Pentagon Metro k Corridor 8 Screening Fsc. 

PENTAGON V» Secure Access Lane-Remote vehicle Screening 

*• Washington Headquarters Services 
••• Defense-wide Total for OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 
Total OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 



TRAINING FACILITIES 
Army 

PORT RUCKER 
PORT RICHARDSON 
PORT WAINWRIGHT 
PRESIDIO MONTEREY 
FORT CARSON, COLORADO 
FORT CARSON. COLORADO 
FORT CARSON, COLORADO 
FORT GORDON 
FORT STEWART. GEORGIA 
PORT STEWART. GEORGIA 
FORT STEWART. GEORGIA 
FONT STEWART, GEORGIA 


AL Training Aids Center 

AX Multlpurpoae Machine Cun Range 

ax Urban Assault Course 

CA General Instruction Building 

CO Automated Sniper Field Fire Range 

CO Battalion Headquarters 

Co Simulations Center 

GA Training Aids Center 

GA Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 

GA Automated Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

GA General Instruction Building 

GA nodi tied Record Fite Range 


4.650 

12,200 

3.150 

39,000 

3.650 
6.700 



9.130 

8,230 

3.750 


Appn TQA 

Amount Amount 



44.428 

1.500 

30,938 




804,339 
J, 136.714 


4,641 

12,176 

3,343 

14.S14 

3.643 

6,687 


4,641 
12,176 
J. 343 
14.514 
3,643 
6,687 


4.142 
6.188 
8, 16S 
8.184 

3,742 


Facility - 13 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


ft 34X1 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority aa losctsd 


Active, national Guard, and Rsasrvs Foroos 
By Type Of facility 
!J Thousands) 


Installation 

PORT STSWAST, GEORGIA 
FORT ST SWART, GEORGIA 
SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 
FORT RIUT>\ KANSAS 
FORT Riunr, KANSAS 
FORT RILEY. KANSAS 
FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
TORT CAMPBELL. KENTUCKY 
TORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
TORT KNOX 

TORT FOLK, LCK/t SI ANA 

TORT H SAD if 

TORT LHCWARD WOOD 

FORT LEONARD TOGO 

TORT DRUM, NSW YORK 

TORT DRLM, NEW YORK 

U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 

U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 

FORT SILL 

FORT JACKSON 

TORT BLISS 

PORT BLISS 

TORT BLISS 

TORT BLISS 

TORT BLISS 

TORT BLISS 

TORT BLISS 

FORT BLISS 

TORT BLISS 

TORT HOOD. TEXAS 

FORT HOOD, TKXA5 

TORT HOOT, TEXAS 

TORT SAM HOUSTON, TEXAS 

TORT SAM HOUSTON, TEXAS 

TORT A.P, HILL 

TORT A.P. HILL 

PORT A.P, HILL 

TORT A.P, HILL 

TORT A.P. HILL 

FORT LEE 

TORT LEE 

TORT LEWIS 

YAKIMA 

•* Army 


SC Frol act 

GA Simulations Center 

QA Training Aids Center 

HI Training Aids Center 

KS Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

ks Automated Quail fication/T raining Range 

KS Known Distance Range 

KY Automated Sniper Field Fir* Range 

XY Rappelling Training Are* 

KY Urban Assault Course 

KY Nout Collective Training Pacility 

LA Heavy Sniper Range 

HD Indoor Firing Range 

MO Brigade Headquarters 

MO General Instruction Building 

NY infantry Squad Battle Course 

NY Training Aids Center 

NY Science Facility, Ph 2 

NY Urban Assault Course 

OK General Purpose Storage Building 

SC Training Aids Center 

TX Automated Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

TX Company Operations Facilities 

TX Digital Multipurpose Training Range 

TX Heavy Sniper Range 

TX Light Demolition Range 

TX Live Fir* Exercise Shoot House 

TX Scout /RECCE Gunnery Complex 

TX Squad Defense Range 

TX Urban Assault Course 

TX convoy Live Fire 

TX Live Fire Exercise SHoothouse 

TX Urban Assault Course 

TX Simulations Center 

TX Training Aids Center 

VA 1300 Meter Range 

VA Indoor Firing Range 

VA Known Distance Range 

VA Light Demolition Range 

VA mouT Collective Training Fac 

va Automated Qualification Training Range 

VA Training Aida Center 

ma Rappelling Training Area 

MA Sniper Field Fire Range 


Arwy National Guard 
FLORENCE 
FORT CHAFFS 8 
FORT CHAFFEE 
CAMP ROBERTS 
COLORADO SPRINGS 
FORT CARSOH. COLORADO 
WINDSOR 
WINDSOR LOCKS 
NEW CASTLE 
GUMMING 
DOBBINS ARB 
WICHITA 
BURUN0TCN 
MZNDKN 
HANSCOM AFB 
CAMP GRAYLING RANGE 
CAMP RIPLEY 
LINCOLN 


AZ Readiness Center 

AR Combined Arms Collective Training Facility 
AR Live Fire Shoot House 

CA Combined Arms collective Training Facility 
CO Readiness Center 
CO Regional Training Instituce 
CO Readiness Center 
CT Readiness Center (Aviation) 

DB Armed Forces Reserve Center (JFHQ) 

Ga Readiness Center 
GA Readiness Canter Add/Alt 
KS Readiness Center 
KY Readiness Center 
ia Readiness Center 

HA Armed Forces Reserve Center <JPHQ)Ph2 
HI Combined Arms Collective Training Facility 
mh infantry Squad Battle Course 
nb Readiness Center Add/Alt 
he Readiness Center 


Fecilny - 


14 


UNCIA88IFXKD 
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unclassified 

Y 20)1 Military Construction total Obligational Authority a 

Active, Motional Guard, and Kaoarva Forces 
By Type of facility 
(5 Thousands) 


Inataliatxon 

PEMBROKE 
PASMIKITON 
HIGH POINT 
CAM? GRAFTON 
WAT KOTOW 
CAMP MAXBY 
CAMP SWIFT 
K00REFXFU3 
MORGANTOWN 
CAMP SANTIAGO 
CAMP SANTIAGO 
ST. CROIX 

■» Army National Guard 
A rmy Reserve 

FAIRFIELD 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 
tort KWH* tiGcrrr 
FORT HUNTER LIOOSTT 
MIAMI 
ORLANDO 

WEST PALM REACH 

MACON 

OWNCY 

MICHIGAN CITY 
DIS MOINES 

DSVENS RESERVE FORCES TRAIN INC AREA 

KANSAS CITY 

LAS CROCES 

BINGHAMTON 

DALLAS 

RIO GRANDE 

SAN MARCOS 

FORT A.P. KILL 

ROANOKE 

VIRGINIA BEACH 
FORT MCCOY 

*• Army Reservo 

••• Army Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 
Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON. CALIFORNIA 
BEAUFORT 

0UAKTICO 

ATSWGI 


Navy Reserve 

TVENTYNINE PAINS. CALIFORNIA 
YAKIMA 

•• Navy Reserve 

*♦• Navy Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 


C Project 

H Classroom Facility (Regional Training Institu 
M Readiness Center Add/Alt 
C Readiness center Add/Alt 
D Readiness center Add/Alt 
D Readiness Center 

X Combat Pistol/Mil itary Piecol Qualification C 
X urban Assault course 
v Readiness Center 
v Reediness Center 
R Live Fire Shoot House 
R Mult ipurpoee Machine Gun Range 
I Readiness Center (JFHQ) 


A Army Reserve Center 
A Grenade Launcher Range 

A Hand Grenade Tamilian rat ion Range (Live! 
A Light Demolition Range 
L Army Reserve Centei/Land 
L Army Reserve Center /Land 
L Army Reserve Center/Land 
A Army Reserve center/land 
L Army Reserve Center/Land 
N Army Reserve Center/ Land 

A Army Reserve Center 
A Automated Record Fire Range 

0 Army Reserve Center 

M Army Reseive Center/Land 
y Army Reserve Center/ land 
X Army Reserve Center/ land 
X Army Reserve Center/Land 
x Army Reserve Center/Land 
A Aimy Reserve Center 
A Army Reserve Center /Land 
A Army Reserve Center 

1 NCO Academy Phase II 


A2 Simulator Facility 
CA CNATr/FRS - Aviation Training end bbo 
SC Training and Simulator Facility 
VA Research Center Addition • MCI! 

JA MN-SDR/S Trainer Facility 


19.755 

211.013 


212.510 
l, <1«, 951 


19.795 
195. S10 


Facility - 15 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 

1 Military Contraction Total Obligation*! Authority * 

Active, national Guard, *nd Raaarv* Farce* 

9y Type Of facility 
{8 Thousand*) 


U.S. AIR FORCE ACADEMY 
D0V8R AFB 
HURLOURT PIELD 
BARKSDALE AFS 
NBLUS AFB 
oyess ape 
LACKLAND AK3 
HILL ARB 
CAMP CUKRHSBY 
RAHSTEIN AS 
KEWSAK AS 

*» Air Fore* 

Air National Guard 
JACKSONVILLE 1AP 
HICKAM AF8 

** Ail National Guard 

'• Air Force Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 


L adal Air University Library 
l r-35 Academic Training Center 
3 Const Center for Character & Leadership Dev el 
I C-SH/C-17 Maintenance Training Facility, Ph 2 
l aoal Special Operation* School Facility 
A Weapon* Load Crev Training Facility 
/ MJ Flight Simulator Facility 
It C-1J0J Add/Altar Flight Simulator Facility 
( BJfT Satellite Claatroom/Olniog rac No 2 
r F- J5 ADAL Building 118 For Flight simulator 
1 Nuclear /Space Security Tactic* Training Cente 
ST construct C-130J Flight Simulator Facility 
R Con* tract DMT Flight Simulator Facility 



A nsa/CSS Georgia Training Facility 


•* National Security Agoncy 
Special operations command 

CANNON AFB W S 

** Special Operation* command 
*** Deienae-Wide Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 
Total TRAINING FACILITIES 


IS, 119 
1,919,737 


22,219 

15,048 

.887,770 


MAINTENANCE * PRODUCTION FACILITIES 
Army 

FORT RUCICKR 
TORT RUCKER 
TORT WAINWRIGNT 
TORT WAINWRIGHT 


AL Aviation Component Maintenance Shop 
AL Aviation Maintenance facility 
AK Aviation Task Force Complex. Ph 2A (Kngar) 
ak Aviation Taak Force Coegslon. Ph 2B <COF) 


• Army 

• Army Total for MAINTENANCE * PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


24. SSI 
>5.926 
82,814 
21,501 


1 Demilitarization Facility, I 


• Defense wide Total for maihtsnancs i 


PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Facility * it 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 


Y 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a 

Active. National Guard. and Reeerve Foresee 
By Tyj>* Of Facility 
(9 ThouexntUJ 


Army 

TORT 8KNNINC 
TORT LRAVBHNORTH 

•* Army 

• •• Army Total for KAINTSWANCS A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


6 GRASS ARMY DEPOT 


I Ammunition Demilitarization Ph xl 


60.100 

60,100 


♦» Army 

**• Defense-Wide Total for NA1OT8NANCS & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Army 

TORT CAMPBELL, MWTUCKY 
TORT DRUM. NEW YORK 
FORT BRAGG 
FORT &RACG 
PORT HOOD, TEXAS 
PORT LEWIS 
PORT LEWIS 
AND BACK 

•* Army 

Army National Guard 
CAMP ROBINSON 
GYPSUM 
KALARIOA 
MOUNTAIN HOME 
SPRIHCPIKUJ 
WICHITA 

PORT POLK, LOUISIANA 

ST INIGO BS 

ARDEN KILLS 

CAMP RIPLEY 

TACOMA 

LARAMIE 

RARRI0A3A 

** Army National Guard 

Army Reserve 

PORT HUNTS* LIGGETT 

** Army Reserve 

Army Total for maintknahcr a PRODUCTION 


KY Vehicle Maintenance shop 
NY Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 
HC Vehicle Maintenance Shop 
PC Vehicle Maintenance Shop 
TX Unmanned Aerial System (UAS> Hangar 
HA Regional Logistic Spt Complex Warehouse 
NA Regional Logistic Support Complex 
GY Vehicle Maintenance shop 


AS Combined Support Maintenance Shop 
CO HAATS/AASP 

HI Combined Support Maintenance Shop 
ID Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 
IL Combined Support Maintenance Shop Add/Alt 
KS Field Maintenance Shop 

LA Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 
MD Tactical tfmmnned Aircraft Syatem Facility 
MN Field Maintenance Shop 

MN Tactical unmanned Aircraft System Facility 
WA Combined Support Maintenance Shop 
NY Field Maintenance Shop 
0U Comhtned Support Mai«t Shop PCI 


CA KC9 Tactical Equipment Nii.it Facility 


FACILITIES 


Navy 

YUMA 

«WA 

YUMA 

CAMP PENDLETON. CALIFORNIA 

CORONADO 

MIRAMAR 

MIRAMAR 

BLOUNT ISLAND 

BUJUNT ISLAND 

INDIAN HEAD 

CAMP 1.SJEUNK, NORTH CAROLINA 
NEW RIVER 

NSW RIVER 


a z Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 
AZ Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 
A2 Intermediate Maintenance Activity Far 
CA HALS- is Maintenance Manger sxpaneior. 

CA Rota i y Hangar 

CA Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

CA Hangar 4 

PL Paint and Blast Facility 

FL waehrack ixpanelon 

KD Agile Chemical Facility. Phaee 1 

NC Motor Tran«portation/Co»m. Maintenance Fac. 

NC Hangar 

NC Hangar OfttLA) 


59,281 59,283 

59,283 59,383 




15.000 

24.000 
5.S0C 


29.940 
38. 922 



5.489 

5.489 

24.950 



21.956 

31.956 
493.916 


63.2*0 

21*. 480 
48.230 
67,160 
90,490 
33.620 
18,840 

34 ! 238 
18,470 
73,510 
74,360 


47.716 

21 ! 009 
46,158 
65,657 
86.465 
32.868 
16,419 
6,878 
33,473 
12. 907 
62,154 
62.618 


UNCLASelFItD 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

netruotion Total Obllgationel Authority • 

, Nations! Guard, and R»«»rv» Pores* 

By Typa at raclllty 
(9 Thouaanda} 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Inata nation 

beaufort 

BWKJOS 


SC Project 

SC Aircraft Hangar 

ha Limited Area Product- a storage Ccevple* UNO 


Appn Amount 


> navy Total for MAINTENANCE A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Air Pore* 

SLM8NDGRF APB 
OAVt S • MOHTHWi APB 
DAVIS- MONTHAN APS 
tCLIH APB 
NELLIS AF8 
NELLIS APS 
HOLLCHAH APB 
HOLLOMAN APB 
KIRTLAWD APB 
KIHTT-AHD APB 
KIRTLAND APB 
TINKER APB 
KILL APB 
LANGLEY APB 

BAD PAX AIR BASS , AFGHANISTAN 
** Air Force 
Air National Guaid 

MOHTCCMERy REGIONAL AIRPORT (AKG! BASB 
HXCKAN APB 
RU.rK.TON PISLD 


K p-22 Add/Alcer weapons Release Syetees Shop 4 
Z axaso Hangar 

z HC* 130 AGS Maintenance Facility 
L P-33 Fuel Cell Maintenance Hangar 
V P- 35 Aid/Alter Plight Test Instrumentation Pa 
v P- 35 Maintenance Hangar /anu 
h UAS Add/Alter Maintenance Hangar 
M UAS Maintenance Hangar 
H Aerial Delivery Facility Addition 
M Armament Shop 

M H/KC-130 Fuel System Maintenance Facility 
K Upgrade Building 3001 Infrastructure, Ph ill 
T P* 35 ADAL Hangar 45W/AHU 

A P-22 Add/ Alter Hangar Bay LO/CR Facility - TP 
P Fighter Hangar 


AL Fuel Cell And corrosion Control Hangar 
HI TPI-P-22 Upgrade Munitions Complex 
TX TPI - upgrade UAv Maintenance Hanger 


25 , 000 
IliiOO 


6,500 

8,800 

16,480 


653.034 

659.03* 


6,460 
14 , 000 


7,975 

1,841 

26,300 


6,166 

13,289 

13.892 


598,231 

598,231 


3.440 

13,289 


7,459 

6,986 


r National Guard 


PL Weapons Maine 

•• Air Force Reserve 

•*» Air Pores Total for MAINTENANCE b PRODUCTION FACZLITJE5 

Special Operations Conmarx} 

PORT CARSON, COLORADO 
CANNON APB 

*• Special Operations Coemand 

Defense-Wide Total for maintenanck a production facilities 
T otal MAINTENANCE 4 PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


3,420 

225.479 


3.717 


9,420 

229,479 


28,119 28.139 

28,339 23,139 

1,685.592 1,829,429 


3,710 


28,281 28,283 

28,2*3 ZB, 283 

1.670, 602 1,670.603 


R4Q FACILITIES 

aberdreh PROVING ground kd Auto T«ch Evaluate Facility Ph 2 

•« Army 

•** Army Total for RtD facilities 


14.600 



14. 600 


14,600 

14,600 


14.600 



14.571 


14.571 

14.571 


Facility - 18 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 


lag&sUas&gB 

Hivy 

PATUXENT RIVER 
N8WP0 ST 
BANGOR 

** Navy 

**» Navy Total for RfcD FACILITIES 

TriCar# Management Activity 
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 
FORT omticK 


t 2011 Military Conetructlon total Obligation*! Authority a 

Active, National Guard, and Reeerve Force* 

By Type Of facility 
li Thousand*} 


HO Broad Area Maritime Surveii lane* TAR PiC. 
R l Electromagnetic Sensor Facility 
»A CSOS-S Laboratory expansion Phase S 



3). 

26, 


75,460 

?S,4B0 


75,480 


HD U3AH0ICD Replacement. Inc 3 
HO U3AMMID Stage I, Inc S 


** Trieste Management Activity 


132,400 


122, ISS 122, 1S5 


•«* Defense-wide Total for RAD FACILITIES 


122.400 


122, ISS 122,155 


Total RAD FACILITIES 


212, 206 


SUPPLY PACILITIBS 

Army 

MCALBSTER 

SKANX 

• • Army 

Army Reeerve 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 


OK Igloo Storage, Depot Level 
AF Ammunition Supply Point 


26.000 26.0C0 25.994 25,994 


3, COO 3.000 2.994 2,994 

23,000 21.000 23,000 23.000 


CA ECS warehouse 


'* Army Reserve 


14,970 14,970 14.970 14,970 


Army Total fdr SUPPLY FACILITIES 


40,970 40,970 


40,964 40,»«4 


Navy 

CANS' PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 
BLOUNT ISLAND 

CAMP ldWIUNE. N0KTN CAROLINA 
CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR STATION 
SW ASIA 

CAMP LEMON I KR. DJIBOUTI 


CA Small Amt Magazine - Ids on Range 
FL Consolidated Warehouse Facility 
NC Armory - II MRP - Wallace Creek 
nc Missile Magazine 

BI Navy Central Command Ammunition Magazines 
OJ General warehouse 


•* Navy 

»** Navy Total for SUPPLY FACILITIES 


3.760 3,760 3,7«0 
17.260 17.260 13.295 
12, 290 12,280 12,006 
13,420 13,420 4,779 
89,2*0 69.280 87,282 
7,324 7.J24 7,161 


143.324 141,324 129,2*1 


143,324 143,324 128.283 


4,779 

97,263 

7,161 


129, 28J 



Air Force 

Bl-HFircoW APB 
DAVIS -MONTHAN APB 
NURLBURT FIELD 
HILL APB 
RAM3T8IN AB 

♦» Air Force 

*** Mr Force Total for SUPPLY FACILITIES 


AX Construct Railhead Operations Facility 

A2 HC-130J Parts Store 

FL Base Logistics Facility 

•JT F-35A Modular Storage Magazine 

GY Deicing Fluid Storage a Dlapenaing Fee 


15.000 
9.200 

24.000 


15. 000 14,300 14,300 

9.200 5,892 5.982 

24.000 19,963 19.963 


1.754 


51,954 



2, 754 


2,673 


51.954 41,816 

51.954 41,91$ 


2,671 

41,916 

41,616 


Facility - 19 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLAMIFIZD 

/ Conetruotion Total Obligation*! Authority »• Enaetec 

tlva, National Guard, and Reserve Force# 

By Tyva Of facility 
<f Thousand*) 


Defense logistics Agency 
POINT U3KA ANNEX 
HICKAM APB 
MOUNTAIN HOME APB 
ANDREWS APB 

•* Defense logistics Agency 


CA Repice Storage Facility Iner 3 

HI Alter Fuel Storage Tanks 

10 Replace POL Fuel Storage Tanks 

HD Replace Fuel Storage A Distribution Facility 


Appn Amount 


0A Citar warehouse 


*« National Security Agency 
*«* Defenae-wifie Total tor SUP PL'/ f ACUITIES 
Total SUPPLY FACILITIES 


i.JSl 
SI, til 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 
Army 

BAG RAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
BAG PAN AIR BAS*. AFGHANI STAN 

** Army 

Army Total for HOSPITAL a 


) MEDICAL FACILITIES 


TJricare Management Activity 
FORT STEWART. GEORGIA 
HAH5C0M APB 
WHITE SANDS 
FORT BLISS 
LACKLAND APB 
POST QKLVOIR 
FORT LEWIS 
RATTGRBACH 
VILSECK 
CAMP CARROLL 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


A Health Clinic Addtion/Alteretion 
A Mental Health Clinic Addition 
h Health And Dental Clinic* 

X Hospital Replacement Incr 2 
X Ambulatory Car* Center Phase 2 
A Dental Clinic Replacement 
A Preventive Medicine Facility 
v Health/Dental clinic Replacement 
V Health Clinic Add/Alt 
R Health/Oental Clinic Replacement 
u ecif for Tripler and Detrick 
U Foriegn Currency Flue 


*• Trieste Management Activity 

Defense-wide Total for HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 
Total HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 


ADMXHSTRATIV* FACILITIES 
Army 

FORT LEONARD WOOD 

BAORAM AIR BASK. AFGHANISTAN 


► Army National Guard 
• Army Total for adminstrativb facilities 


1 States Property a Piecel Office 


is, 100 

27.000 


16.2 


2(,g«6 
26, 946 
43.163 


Facility - 20 
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nr 2011 Hllltary C 


WCLASSIFTKO 

KUtictiim Total Obligation*! Authority a 


|g.S»n »* 4 ° ! ? 

Navy 

CAKP PENDLOTON, CALIFORNIA 
PEARL HARBOR 
PEARL HARBOR 

CAMP IXJBUN8. KORTH CAROLINA 
SW ASIA 


Active, National Ouard, and Raaarve Force a 
By Typa Of Facility 
IJ Thousands) 


CA Truck Company Operations Complex 

HI Cti lor Dlaaater Hgt/Kum»«itarion Aaaiatance 

HI Joint POM/MIA Accounting command 

NC MAintenance/Opa Complex - 2nd AngliCo 

Bl Operations and Support Facilities 




Y Total tot ADNINSTRATIVK FACILITIES 


Air Force 

OtARLBSTDN APR 
LACKLAND AFB 
AHDKRSSN AFfi 


* Air National Guard 


SC Civil Engineer Complex tTTl> • Phase l 
T* Recrult/Family Inproceaaing k Into Center 
ctj PRTC • Red Horae Keadquartara/Engineenng f 


08 Joint force* Operations Center- Ang Share 

r AWH INSTRATI VB FACILITIES 

DC Replace Parking Structure, phase l 


• Defense Intelligence Agency 


*» Defense Information Systems Agency 


> Helena* Logistics Agency 


•* Special Operation* Command 


. Field Command Facility Upgra 


A Replace Headquarters Facility 


nc SOP Operation* Support Facility 


HD NNHC Parking Expansion 


•• TriCare Management Activity 
**■ Defense -Wide Total for ADMINSTSATIVE FACILITIES 
Total AmiNSTRATlVB FACILITIES 


3.000 

3.000 


13.465 

13.4*5 


n.ioo 

130.853 

4*0,613 


Data ae o! Feb 2912 

Appn TOA 


58 . 659 
250,120 


13, 121 
7.381 


2,984 

2,994 


J. 385 
1,385 


7.066 


17.046 
130,481 
448. 192 


Facility - 31 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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twcLAasirizs 

1 HlUuty ConatmeO.cn Total Obligation*! Authority aa Enacted 
Active, National Ouard, and Reserve Foxcaa 

ay Type of Facility 

<J Thousand*) 


» of Feb 2012 


Installs! 


TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 
Army 

TORT RICHARDSON 
nxnw MOHTEREY 
TORT BBHHJHC 
TORT BEHSINC 
POST BBNNING 
SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 
SCH0PIKU1 BARRACKS 
TRIPLEX ARMY MEDICAL CENTER 
POET RILE*. KANSAS 
TORT CAMPBELL, KSJmiCKY 
. TORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
PORT POLK, LOUISIANA 
PORT LEONARD VKJQO 
PORT LEONARD WOOD 
PORT LEONARD WOOD 
WHITE SANDS 
POET DRW, RW YORK 
PORT DRW. NEW YORK 
PORT BRAOG 
POTT JACKSON 
POST JACKSON 
PORT BLISS 
PORT HUSTIS 
PORT LEWIS 

BAGRAH AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
BAGRAM AtR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
9ACRAM AIR BA58, AFGHANISTAN 
RAC RAM AIR BASE. AFGHANISTAN 
BAURAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR . AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 

GRAFERWOKKR 


GKAFKNWOENJt 

OTAFKNWOKHS 

RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 
SOTO CANO AB 


AK Brigade Complex, Ph 1 

CA advanced Individual Training Barracks 

GA Trainee Barracks Ph 2 

CA Training Battalion Complex. Ph 3 

« Training Battalion complex. Ph 2 

HI Barracks 

HI Barracks 

HI Barracks 

KS Battalion complex. Ph 1 

XY Brigade Complex 

KY Company Operations Facilities 

KI unit Operations Facilities 

LA Barracks 

MO Barracks 

HO Training Barracks 

MO Transient Advanced Trainee Barracks, Ph 2 

nm Barracks 

NY Battalion Complex 

NY Transient Training Barracks 

NC Student Barracks 

SC Trainee Barracks 

SC Trainee Barracks Complex. Ph 1 

Tx Transient Training Complex 

VA warrior in Transition Complex 

SA Barracks 

AF Barracks 

af Troop Housing, Ph 4 

AF Troop Housing, ph S 
AF Troop Housing, Ph 6 
AF Troop Housing, Ph 1 
AF Troop Housing. Ph S 
AF Troop Housing. Ph 4 
AF Troop Housing, Ph 5 
Cr Barracks 
CY Barracks 
GY Barracks 
GY Barracks 
CY Batracka Complex 
HO Barracks 


t AT/ mob Billeting Complex Phase I 


•* Army Reserve 

Alltty Total for TROOP HOUSING FACI LITtRS 
Navy 

CAMP PEHDLETON. CALIFORNIA 
CAMP PENDLETON , CALIFORNIA 
SAN DIEGO 

•rwKNrmiNE palms. California 
KANEOHE BAY 

CAMP UtJEUNK. NORTH CAROLINA 
CAMP UUEUSB, NORTH CAROLINA 
CAMP UUKVM8, NORTH CAROLINA 


12.S00 

P.TBO 


CA Bachelor Enlisted Quarters • 11 Area 
CA Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - uis Flores 
CA Bachelor Enlisted Quarters. Numepuit Ashore 
CA bbo 4 Parking Structure 
HI Bachelor Snlieted Quarters 
nc 8 SO - Wallace Creek 

nc Bachelor Snlieted Quart - Wallace Creek North 
NC Bachelor Enlisted Quarter* - Camp Johnson 

Facility • 22 


19.000 
12. 500 


14. 970 
12.4JS 


9.T80 

»,T80 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


nr 2011 Military Construction total Obligation*! Authority aa Enacted 


Active, National Suard. and Raaarva Forcaa 
By Type Of facility 
IS Thousands) 


> of Feb 2012 


Installation 

CAM® UUSUNB, SOUTH 
CAMP [4USUN8, WORTH 
CAMP UW8W**. NORTH 
CAMS LKJEWK, NORTH 
CAMP LRJKUHB. NORTH 
CAMP UUBUNB. WORTH 
CHERRY POINT MARINE 

quawtico 

QUANT I CO 


CAROLINA 

CAROLINA 

CAROLINA 

CAROLINA 

CAROLINA 

CAROLINA 

CORPS AIR STATION 


NC Bachelor Enlisted Quarter* - Courthouse Bay 
NC Bachelor Era is ted Quarters - Court house Bay 
NC Bachelor Enlisted Quarters - french Creek 
NC Bachelor Unlisted Quarters - Rifle Range 
nc Mesa Hall - French creek 
NC Mess Hall Addition - Courthouse Bay 
NC Bachelor Enlisted Quarter* 

VA Bachelor Enlisted Qua i ters 
UA Student Officer Quarters • TBS 


*♦* Navy Total for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 


Audi Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 
42,330 42,330 

40,780 40,780 

43,640 41,640 

55,350 55,350 

25,960 25,960 


Appn 

Amount 


112 

JIT 


42,500 42,500 
37,810 JT, 810 
55,822 55,822 


790,159 790.159 


790,159 790,159 




773. 1J4 


771,124 


Air Pore* 

MCGUIRE APB 
CANNON AF8 
LACKLAND APB 
KAPMJN 

ANDERSEN APB 
AVJANO AS 
AL UDttD, QATAR 


*U Dormitory (130 swi 
NM Dormitory (96 rra) 

TK Recruit Dormitory , phaa* J 
GY Dormitory 1128 RH) 

OH PRTC- Commando warrior open Bay student Barra 

IT Dormitory (144 RMi 

QA fllatchford- Preston Complex Phase 3 


TROOP HOUSING FACILITY *3 



178.257 

178.257 


TrlCare Management Activity 

arTKESDA naval hospital md Tran* lent wounded warrior Lodging 

»* TrlCare Management Activity 
*•* Defense wide Total tor TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 
Total TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 



COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Army 

FORT GRERLY 
RCUN APB 
FORT BRAGG 
FORT BLISS 

BACPAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
BAG RAM AIR BASK, AFGHANISTAN 
DWYER 

TOMBSTONE/ BASTION 

AMSBACH 

SUM BACH AB 


ak Fire Station 
FL Chapel 

NC Dining Facility 

Tt Indoor Swtsreing Fool 

ap consolidated Community Support Area 

af Dining Facility 

AF Dining Foeiltly 

af Dining Facility 

GY Physical Fitness Center 

CY Confinement Facility 


»• Army 

••• Army Total for COMMUNITY FACILITIES 


23,353 

6,175 

11,17# 


15,469 

14,770 

6,000 

9.000 

27,000 



21,353 


11,178 

15,469 

14,770 


6.000 
9.000 
27 , 000 



135.999 


135,993 


N*vy 

CAMP SMITH 
BEAUFORT 
QUANT! CO 


Hi Physical Fitness Center 
SC Physical Fitness Center 
va Academic Facility Addition - SNCQA 


*»* navy Total far COMMUNITY facilities 


28.892 

15,085 

6.836 


Facility - 23 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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wciMsmso 


IT 201! Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority tnactod 


Aetiv*, National Guard, and Reserve Forces 
By Type Of Facility 
(9 Thousands) 


Installation SC Project 

Air Force 

HURLBUST PlSIi) PL Add to Visiting Quarters (2« Rsi) 

*» Air Porco 

»•* Air Force Total for COMMUNITY facilities 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Aatount 



Defense Logistics Agency 
COLUMBUS 

•• Defense Logistics Agency 

Department Of Defense Dependent Education 
roar benning 

U.3. MILITARY ACADEMY 

CAMP LEJKUNE, WORTH CAROLINA 

TORT BRAGG 

PORT BRAGG 

CWAKTTCO 

BRUSSELS 

RANKER XASfSRNB 

PORT BUCHANAN 


OK Replace Public Safety Facility 


CA Dexter Elementary School Construct Gym 

NT Nest Point NS Add/ Ait 

NC Tarawa Terrace I SS Replace School 

NC McNair ES - Replace School 

NC Hurray ES Replace School 

va New Consolidated Blemetary School 

SB Replace SHAPE NS/HS 

CY Replace Bosbllngen US 

PR Antilles BS/fS - Replace School 


»< Department of Defense Dependent Education 
»•» Defense -wide Total tor community facilities 
T otal CCstMUNITY PACIUTIBS 



or I LIT* FACILITIES 
Army 

PORT KNOX 
TORT BRAGG 

SAG RAM MR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

BAG RAN AIR BASE. AFGHANISTAN 

DKiAWAM 

DWYER 

FROfffEHAC 

FKONTENAC 

KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 

MAY HAND 

SHANK 

SHANK 

SHANK 

SHANK 

TAR1N KOWT 
T0MBSTORB/BA3TION 
TCetBSTONH/BASTION 
VARIOUS IOCAT1CNS 
M0LVBR1N* 

CAMP WALKER 

•• Army 

Artsy Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 


Kt Access corridor Improvements 
NC Staging Arse Complex 
AF Eaatalde Electrical Distribution 
af Eaatslde Utilities Infrastructure 
AF Entry control Point a Access Roads 
af wastewater Treatment Facility 

AF Waste Management caeplex 

AF Wastewater Treatment Facility 

AF North Area utilities, Fh 2 

af Wastewater Treatment Pacility 

AF Electrical Utilities. Ph 2 

AF Road* and Utilities, Ph 1 

AP Rotary Wing Parking Apron. Paved 

AF Wastewater Treatment Plant 

AF wastewater Treatment Facility 

AF Waste Management Complex expansion 

AF Wastewater Treatment Facility 

AF Main Supply Route Gypsum, ph 2 

AP wastewater Treatment Facility 

kr Electrical Sys Upgrade t natural Gas Sys 


Data 


Facility - I* 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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iwctAsairiiD 


trt 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority as Enacted 


Active , National Guard, and Paaarva rorcaa 
By Typa Of raclltty 
(9 Thousands) 


Wavy 

YUMA 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 
CAMP F8HDLBTOW, CALIFORNIA 
CAMP PBHDLKTON. CALIFORNIA 
SAH OIKSO 
KINGS BAY 

CAMP LSIKUHE, WORTH CAROLINA 

CHERRY POINT KARIN* CORPS AIR STATION 

BANOOSt 

BANOOR 


A2 utilities Infraatructure Upgrades 

CA Conveyance /Miter Treatment 

ca Marine corps Energy initiative 

CA North Region Tertiary Treatment Plant I INC) 

C31 Marina Corps Energy Initiative 

ga Water! root Emergency Power 

we Karine Corpa Energy Initiative 

NC Station Infrastructure Upgrades 

wa Limited Area Emergency Power 

WA Waterfront Restricted Araa ftretgsncy Power 


Auth 

Amount 


9.S5G 

s.eoc 

IS, SIC 


*• Navy 

**« Wavy Total tor UTILITY FACILITIES 

Air Force 
KIltLSCN APB 
ANDERS BN APB 

** Air Force 

Air National Guard 
HICHAM AFT) 

FORT DRUM, SIM YORK 


237. C5J 
237, CS3 


AR Repair Central Xeac Plant a Rwr Flar.e Boilers 28,000 

GU Guam Strike south Ramp utilitiea. Phase 1 ft? 12,200 


HI TF1-F-22 Baddown Incraet ructure Support S, 950 

ny TP1 Reaper Infraatruccure Support 2.50C 


'* Air National Guard 


Air Force Total for utility FACIUTllfs 


48. (SO 


National Security Agency 

FORT HRabe KD worth campus utility Plant 219,360 

M8HWITH KILL STATION UK HNS P5C Construction > Generators 10 a 11 2,000 


** National Security Agency 

Tricar* Management Activity 
FORT DITRICK 
FORT DETRICK 

«* TriCare Management Activity 

Washington Headquarters service* 
PENTAGON 


221. ISO 


MD Supplemental water Storage 1,700 

HD water Treatment Plant Repair a Supplement 11,900 


15.600 


VA Power Plant Modemiatatron Phase 3 01,928 


*• Washington Headquarters Services 

Defense- Wide Total For UTILITY FACILITIES 



288. *89 


Total UTILITY FACILITIES 


REAL ESTATE 
Amy 

FORT BOWING 
FORT SHATTER 
PORT POLK. LOUISIANA 
PORT POLK, LOUISIANA 
FORT BRAGG 

BACRAM AIR BASE. AFGHANISTAN 
•» Army 

»*• Army Total for REAL ESTATE 


GA Land Acquisition 
HI Flood Mitigation 
LA Land Acquisition 
la Land Acquisition 

NC Murchison Road Right of Way Acquisition 
AT Army Aviation I4Q Facilities 


101.200 

101,200 


Appn Amount 



247.053 


267.053 



8,450 


48,650 

319,360 



221,360 

3.700 

11,900 


15.600 


htypn TOA 

amount Amount 



9,728 

29,395 

9,939 

15,110 

1,869 

5,850 

11,273 


40,106 

98,449 

9,738 

?! 929 
1S.JIC 



243,127 343,127 

243,127 343,127 





48,553 48,553 


205,105 205.105 

1,996 1,996 


207.101 307,101 


3,693 3.693 

11,876 11.876 


IS. 569 )S,«49 


51,824 

51,824 


274.494 



>1.824 




.389 


23,952 

16.966 

18.962 


100,998 


100.998 


12.176 

22,954 

5,988 

23.952 

16.966 

18,962 


100, 998 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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uhclass imo 


Ft 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority aa Snactod 


leiin. National tfuerd, and Baasrva Forces 
By Typ* Of facility 
tf Thcuamnda) 


Installation SC Pro 1 act 

Navy 

CAMP UUBUH8, NORTH CAROLINA NC Utility Expansion - french Crsek 

CHBRRT POINT KARENS CORPS MR STATION NC Harinsrs Bay Land Acquisition - Bogus 

BEAUFORT SC AICUZ Land Acquisition 

•* Navy 

•** Navy Total tor REA Z, ESTATE 
Total REAL ESTATE 


Auth Auth for 

Amount A ppn Amount 



SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 
Army 

FORT BLISS 

BAG RAH AIR BASE. AFGHANISTAN 

BHT8H 

OTY8R 

3KANR 

SHARANA 

TARIM KCWT 

TCMBSTONE/8ASTI0N 

TOKaSTOKR/BASTION 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS 


tx vahicls Bridge Overplus 
AP Replace Teapot ary Guard Towers 
AF Entry Control Point 
AF Rotary wing Apron 
AF Guard Towers 

A r Bulk Materials Transfer Station 
AF Rotary Ming Parking and Taxiway, Ph 2 
af Paved Roads 
AF Rotary Ming Parking 
AF Route Oypaun. Ph l 


Army Reserve 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT CA Tactical Vehicle Mash Rack 

•• Army Reserve 

••• Array Total for SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 



navy 

CAMP LEJBUNK, NORTH CAROLINA NC Utility Expansion - Hadnot Point 
GUAM ML Defense Access Road Improvement# 
CAMP LKHONIBR, DJIBOUTI OJ Pave External Roads 


*• Navy 

Navy Total tor SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 



56,470 

66,730 

1,924 


Total SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 


126, 20S US, 201 


54,795 54,795 

3,706 3,706 

20,716 20,716 


79,217 79,217 


79,217 79,217 


180,215 180,215 



8,681 
5, SOD 



15.000 

50.000 


681 



124.18) 

311.345 


55,206 

65.226 

1,739 


124,181 


124,181 


132.345 


AIR POLLUTION ARATEMENT 
Army 

SHANK AF Expand ECP l and SCP 2 

*• Amy 

»•» Army Total for AIR POLLUTION abatement 
T otal AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 


16.000 


16,000 

16,000 

16,000 


16.000 



16.000 


16.000 


16,000 

16,000 


16,000 

16,000 

16.000 

16,000 


Facility * 26 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


rr 20X1 Military Corutructi.cn Total Obligation*! Authority «* Ena a tad 


Active, Motion*! Guard, and Raaarv* fore* a 
By Typ* Of facility 

{9 Thouaanda) 


Auth Auth for 

InatalUtion 8C Prnlact Amount Appn Amount 

KNERQV CONSKRVAT 10H 
Army 

UNSPECIFIED WCRUMZDS U5CATIQH5 ZV Energy Conservation investment Prog tin 49,016 49,016 


•* Army 48,0X6 48,0i6 


Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WRLDWTOK LOCATIDHS ZV Energy conservation Investment Program 

•• Sivy 
Air Force 

UNSPECIFIED W0WX&UO8 LOCATIONS ZU Energy Conservation Investment Program 

*• Air Force 

Defense Commissary Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Energy Conservation Investment Program 

** Defense Commissary Agency 
Defense Intelligence Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Energy Conservation Investment Program 

Defense Intelligence Agency 
Defense Logistics Agency 

UNSPECIFIED W0RUWIDS LOCATIONS ZU EC1P Construction 

•* Defense Logistics Agency 
»»• Defense -wide Total for enemy conservation 
T otal ENERGY CONSERVATION 


29,472 29,472 

29,472 29.472 

33,845 31.845 

33,845 >3.845 

662 662 

662 662 

80 80 

80 80 





Feb 2012 


T0A 


47,920 

47,920 


47,920 

47,920 



29.473 29.472 


33.845 33, 84$ 

33.845 33.845 


662 


662 



S. 353 



117, 232 


117.333 


UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

UNSPECIFIED WOP.U7WU8 LOCATIONS ZU Minor Construction 

•* Army 

Army National Guard 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minor Construction 

•• Army National Guard 
Army Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED worldwide LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minoi Construction 

»• Army Reserve 

Army Total for UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 
Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE IOCATlONS ZU Unspecified Minot Const!- 

•« Navy 


78,330 7B.330 78,330 

78.310 78,3)0 78, )J0 

U.4C0 11, 377 11,377 

11,400 12,377 11,377 

2.994 2,994 2,994 

2.994 2,994 2,994 

92,734 92,701 92,701 

20,877 20,935 20.8)5 

20,877 20.93S 20.835 


Facility - 27 
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unclassified 


nr 2011 Xllluty Construction Total Obltgetional Authority »• Enacted 

Active, National Guard, and Sever v* Focoee 
By Type or facility 
{} Thoueanda) 




Auth Auth for 

Amount Aft”? Amount 


Navy Reserve 

UKSPKC1PIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 20 MCNS Una peel £ ted Minor Construction 

* • Navy Reserve 

*•* Navy Total tor UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 



2,214 


21. Ill 


Air Pore* 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 2U Unspecified Minor Construction • mi 18.000 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Una pacified Minor Construction • mi OCO *9. 584 


** Air Fore* ST, 584 


Air National Guard 

UNSPECIFIED worldwide LOCATIONS ZU Minor Construction 8,000 


r National Guard 


Air Force Reserve 

VARIOUS worldwide locations zu unspecified Minor Conattuetion 

** Air Force Reserve 

»•» Air Force Total tor UNSPECIFIED minor CONSTRUCTION 
Defense-wide 

UNSPECIFIED MORUACDE Locations ZU Minor Construction 

»• Defense- wide 

Defense Logistics Agency 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 2U Unspecified Minor Construction 

** Defense Logistics Agency 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minor Construction 

•* Department of Defense Dependent Education 

Special Operations command 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 2U unspecified Minor Const 

♦* special Operations Command 
The Joint Staff 

unspecified WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 2D R*ercise Related Minor Construction 

** The Joint Staff 
TriCare Management Activity 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 2U Minor Construction 

♦♦ TriCare Management Activity 
**• Defense Wide Total lor UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 
Total UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 



1,000 

1.000 



5,258 


11,841 

11,841 

2, 68 J 

7,881 

8,210 

8.310 

4.884 

4.884 
42,858 

237.034 


Data as of Feb 2C12 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 


32,442 

228.497 




UNCLASSIFIED 
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FT 2011 Military Corn 
Active, 


unclassified 

ton Total Obligations! Authority 




Installation 8C Project 

PLANNING 6 OK ION 

Kray 

UNSPBCIF38& WtjRLOWIDB LOCATIONS ZU Planning i Design 

** Amy 

*** Amy Total tor PLANNING A DESIGN 


Appn Amount 


19. lit 


UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

Defense-Wide Total tor PLANNING 6 D8SIGN 
Amy National Guard 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•* Army National Guard 
Army Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZD Planning and Design 

*• Army Reserve 

Army Total for PLANNING A DESIGN 


6,050 

*■050 


25 , $6 3 
25.661 



Navy 

UNSPECIFIED N0RUWIDB LOCATIONS ZU Planning And Design 

** Navy 

»•* Navy Total for PLANNING a OESIGN 
Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 2U Planning and Design 


•» Navy 

*»• Defense-Hide Total (or PLANNING 6 DESIGN 



3,324 


Navy Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning And Design 1.408 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU USMCR planning and Design 445 

*• Navy Reserve 1,851 

♦*« Navy Total for PLANNING 6 DESIGN 1.853 

Air Force 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning 6 Oesign 66. 336 

UNSPECIFIED WOR1XM1D8 LOCATIONS ZU Planning 6 Design 13,422 

** Ait Force 19,75# 

**• Air Force Total for planning a design i9,7S» 


Amount Amount 


79,716 79,716 


79.714 79,716 



*,038 6. OSS 


6.038 6,038 

25.611 25.611 

25.611 25,611 

25.848 25,848 

25.848 25,848 

51,459 51,459 

119,810 119.810 

119.810 119.810 

119.810 119.810 

3.324 3,324 

3.324 3.324 

3.324 3.324 

1,408 1,408 

445 445 

1,853 1,853 

1,853 1.853 

66,203 66.203 

19,422 13.422 

79.625 79,625 

79.625 79.625 


Air Force 

UNSPECIFIED M3RLDW1DS LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•♦Air Force 

•♦• Defense-wide Total tor PLANNING t. design 


3.959 3.959 3.959 
3.959 3.959 3,959 
3,359 3.959 1,959 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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UHCtASSmtO 


ry 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority •• Enacted 


Actlva, Motional Duird, and Raaarva Foroaa 
By Type of facility 
Thousand*) 


Inatallation sc Pcojact 

Air National Guard 

Unspecified sBRtflWlOB LOCATIONS zu Planning t, Design 

'• Air National Guard 
Air Force Reserve 

UNSPKWSO WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU planning And Deeign 

••Air force Reserve 

*** Air force Total for planning a DBSION 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


9. 214 



1,451 



do feraia -mde 

UNSPECIFIED WORUIWIDR LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•• Defense -Wide 
Defense intelligence Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•• Defense Intelligence Agency 
Defenae Logistics Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU ItilCOn P6D 

•• Defense Logistic* Agency 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

utiSPHClPiBD WORLDWIDE locations ZU Planning And Deeign 

•• Department of Defenae Dependent Education 

Defense Security Service 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•• Defense Security Service 

National Security Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•• National Security Agency 

Special Operations Cownaivl 
VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•* Special Operation* Command 

TUCate Management Activity 
VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•• TriCare Management Activity 

washing tor. Headquarters Service* 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•• Washington Headquarters Seivicas 
•»* Defense-Wide Tetel tor PLANNING e DESIGN 
Total PLANNING t DESIGN 


ZU Planning and Design 


ZU Planning and Design 


ZU Planning And Design 


ZU Planning And Design 


ZU Planning and Design 



21, 124 

120 



29, ISO 


t, 9*6 


J2.?ei 

33.70J 


50. 536 

30.536 

210,300 

210,300 

6,543 
6, 543 
422,617 
779,305 


Appn 


1,650 
1,630 
10, 046 


21 


21 


,283 21 , 281 



19,121 

19,121 

79,603 

79,603 


1.904 

1.984 


32.763 

32.7*3 


217,520 

217,528 


405,733 

762,363 


40S, 733 
762,363 


Facility • 10 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


ft 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority «» Enactad 


Aotiva, national Guard, and Raaarva Foroaa 
By Tyj>a Of Facility 

IS Thouaanda) 


Data 


of Feb 2012 


Installation 

BAS* M»U««8W i> CLOSURS ACCOUNT 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE UJCATIONS 
UNSpeCIFXRD NDRLDWIOH LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPJCIP18D WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
unspecified worldwide locations 
UNSPECIFIED XJRUXICJt LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WSIOWID3 LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWTD* LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORUWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE U5CATIOHS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WQRUWDS I ©CATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED N0RLWID8 LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED NCRLDWIOS LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED EOWXMIDg LOCATIONS 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED W0RU3WIDB LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WOtUDWJDB LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UHS FECI FIBS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


Auth Auth for Appn TOA 

taount Kfjprt Aaount Ajaount Ajnount 


JO 

zu 

zu 

zu 


2U 


ZU 

zu 

zu 

zu 

zu 

2U 

zu 

2U 

m 

zu 

zu 

zu 


zu 

zu 


zu 


zu 

zu 

zu 


zu 


zu 

zu 

zu 

zu 

zu 

zu 

zu 


zu 

2U 

zu 

zu 

zu 


DON- 14 S MCLB BARSTOW, CA 

86T-16. JNT CTR OF EXCEL FOR CULINARY TONS 

8fcT-29i PRIMS POWER SCHOOL 

B6T-53 : JOINT CTR FOR CONS TRANS MGNT TRNC 

UT-il: NET FIRES CENTER 

lit- 64 ; COMBAT SERVICE SUPPORT CE N T E R 

NASA- 108: NIU3EP INVEST AGENCIES 6 CIS/BBS 

NASA- 133. RISC AP/NG HQS LEASED LOCATIONS 

HASA-I35. CORRECTIONS -FT LEAVENWORTH, »S 

H4SA-14S: ACT/R89 PBRS 4 RECRUIT CTRS-USA 

NASA- 14 i TRANSPORTATION COMMAND COHPONS4T3 

HtSA-33. KI SC DOD/DBF AGS /FDA LEASED IOCS 

H43A-65: ARMY TEST 4 SVALUATIOH CMND HOS 

H4SA-69: MlSC ARMY LEASED LOCATIONS 

H45A-71; NEW DEFENSE MEDIA AGENCY 

NASA -82. ARMY H QS 4 OTH*R FOAS 

NASA -99- D1FSNSS/MILDSP ADJUDICATION ACT 

IND-1C6. KANSAS ARMY AI4TONITI0N PLANT. K3 

IND'UO: MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT. MS 

IN0-U3; RIVER BANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, CA 

IMD-UYi DSSSRBT CHWICAL DEPOT, OT 

IND-U9. NEWPORT CHfillCAL DEPOT, IN 

IMP- 120: UMATILLA CHSN1CAL DEPOT . OR 

IND-122: LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT. TX 

IHD-81A: ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, IL 

IND-818-. NWS SEAL BEACH. CA 

MED - 2t ; jrn eras EXCEL CHW/IHO 4 MED R40A 

MED- 2 : WALT HI REED «MC, BKTKKSDA. MD 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

SAS- IV PUL PROCUREMENT MOTT CONSOLIDATION 

TECH-l»Ri INTEGRATED WfcA GUMS 4 AMMO SITE 

TECH- 5: 8ST ROTARY WING RDAT4B CTR - ARMY 

TECH -9: DEFENSE RESEARCH SERVICE LEO LABS 

USA- 11} 1 FONT MONROE, VA 

USA- 114: RC TRANSFORMATION IN HI 

USA- 121 : FORT GILLEN, GA 

USA- 131 : USAR COtOUVID AMU CONTROL -SB 

USA- 141: RC TRANSFORMATION IN GA 

USA- 158. RC TRANSFORMATION IN R1 

USA- 164 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN 08 

USA- 1*6: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - N* 

USA- 161- USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - 148 
USA- 171 1 «C TRANSFORMATION IN NC 
USA-178: RC TRANSFORMATION IN LA 
USA- 184- RC TRANSFORMATION IN OR 
USA- 191: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WY 
USA-200: RC TRANSFOWATION IN W1 
USA-202 RC TRANSFORMATION IN HA 
USA-210. RC TRANSFORMATION IN NO 
USA-219: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WH 
USA-221: OPERATIONAL ARMY CL080S) 

USA- 222: FORT MCPHERSON, GA 
USA- 22} 1 PORT MONMOUTH, HJ 
USA -224 FORT KOOO, TX 
USA- 225: RC TRANSFORMATION IN TX 
USA-228: RC TRANSFORMATION IN A R 
USA- 22» , RC TRANSFORMATION IN OK 
USA- 211: RC TRANSFORMATION IN WV 
USA-212- RC TRANSFORMATION IN WA 
USA- 233: RC TRANSFORMATION IN AL 
USA-254 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN PR 
USA -2 IS i RC TRANSFORMATION IN MI 
USA-216: RC TRANSFORMATION IN CT 
USA-25* RC TRANSFORMATION IN TN 


1.01* 
8,7*0 
98, 349 
126,041 
1,361 
6,5*3 
4,191 
2.8S4 
2.094 
1,540 
3.927 
11 , S66 
112 



1,250 



»0 


23,847 

24,614 


8.760 

98,149 

126,041 

3,361 

4! 191 
2,854 
2,094 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
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UXCLASSiriEO 


n 2011 Mil lory Construction Total Obligation*! Authority «• Enacted 


Active, national Suird, and Raaarv* Force* 
By Typa Of Facility 
<# TSouaand*) 


Xnatallati-on 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED NOftLDWrDB LOCATIONS 
twsPBCiFn® worldhidr locations 
unspecified noriowtdb locations 

UNSPECIFIC WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPSCIPIBO WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORIDWZDB LOCATIONS 
UN3PECIPIKD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
unspecified worldwide locations 

UNSPECIFIED WQRLDWICK GO CAT I OKS 
UNSPECIFIED WORXOWIOH LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 




2S 


zu 

zu 

20 

ZU 


ZU 

zu 

zu 

su 

TO 

XU 


Pcgjast 

USA- 2 39: RC TRANSFORMATION IN VT 

USA- 241: RC TRANSFORMATION IN NS 

USA- 212 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 

OSA-243 : MANEUVER TRAINING 

USA-244 1 RC TRANSFORMATION IN IA 

USA- 245 : RC TRANSFORMATION IN !L 

USA- 246 i RC TRANSFORMATION IS IH 

USA-247 1 RC TRANSFORMATION IN AZ 

USA-244: RC TRANSFORMATION IN CM 

USA- 250: RC TRANSFORMATION IN MT 

USA-25) RC TRANSFORMATION IN NT 

USA- 253 i RC TRANSFORMATION IN FA 

USA- 16 ! RED RIVRR ARMY DEPOT 
U3A-40 . ARMY MODULAR TRANSFORMATION 
USA 63: U S ARMY OARJUSON iSKLFRIDGS) 
USA-76: RC TRANSFORMATION IN MJ 



Appn 

Amount 

1.577 





Army 

BASE REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE, ARMY TO Base Realignment a Cloaur* 

' » Arwy 

‘4* Ai«y Total for BASS REALICNNKWr a CLOSURE ACCOUNT 



123.051 

121.051 
1.113.900 



123,051 

1,133,900 


Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED 4E3RUMIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED W0RUXIDK LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORIDWIDS LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE UOCATIOWS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDR LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORUJWJDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPBCIPJBO WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


ZU COMM ADO S; JOINT MEDICAL COMMAND HOS 

ZU OCW-IBO: PLANING, DESIGN AND MANACfSIENT 

ZU 004-101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

20 DON- 113: NMCRC ARSON, OH 

ZU DON- US: NMCRC MADISON. WI 

ZU LON-126: KSCS. ATHENS, GA 

ZU DON- 129: NMCRC TULSA 

XU OON-134: NAS BRUNSWICK, MB 

ZU CON- 157. NCSA KANSAS CITY, MO 

ZU DON- 158: NSA NEW ORLEANS. IA 

ZU COW- 145. MCLB SAR3TOW, CA 

ZU DOM- 149: NS NEWPORT. RI 

ZU DON-172: NWS SEAL BEACH. CONCORD. CA 

ZU DON- 17- NMCRC READING. PA 

ZU DON- 20: NRC DULUTH, MN 

ZU DON- 25: NMCRC MOUWDSVILLS, WV 

ZU DON- 2: NS PASCAGOULA. MS 

ZU DON- 32: KAS 1NCLRS1DE, NAS CORPUS CHRIST I 

ZU DON- 56: 1M8P- INSTRUCTOR STAFF ROHE 

ZU DON -69: HAS ATLANTA, CA 

TO OCN-B4: JRB WILLOW GROVE 6 CANHRIA REG AP 

ZU EtT-15: JWT CTR OF EXCEL FOR CULINARY TRMC 

ZU Bit- 52: JSF INITIAL FLIGHT TRAINING SITE 

TO H4SA-139: MIUJEP INVEST AGENCIES k CIS/DSS 

ZU HfcSA-135 : CORRECT 10MS -NAVY LOCATIONS 

ZU K6SA-19 . DBF FIMAMCE AMD ACCOUNTING SVS 

ZU HASA-31. HUMAN RES SVS CTRS-KE/SW/PACIF1C 

ZU H6SA-79: MtSC DON LEASED LOCATIONS 

ZU HaSA-99: DEFENSH.'HILDBP ADJUDICATION ACT 

ZU IND-103: F1.MT READINESS CKNTSFS 

TO I NO- 2« i SIMA NORFOLK. VA 

ZU IND-83B: WWS SEAL REACH, CA 

TO I HD- 95: NAVAL SHIPYARD DETACHMENTS 

ZU WED- 16: SAW ANTONIO REGIONAL MED CTR. TX 

XU MED -29: JWT CTRS EXCEL CHBH/BIO 6 MED RADA 

ZU MED- 2: WALTER REED NHMC, 8STNBSOA. HD 

ZU MED- 57: BROOKS CITY BASE. TX 

ZU SaS 35: DLR PROCURBWfflfT HCKI CONSOLIDATION 

ZU SfcS-Sl: SUPPLY. STOPACE a DIST MONT RECONF 


511 

76.042 

4,390 

1,081 

1,003 

1.191 

1,037 

17.198 

4,055 

11,517 



58 SB 

522 53Z 

625 625 


9,098 9.098 

87 8? 

69 69 

13.383 13,383 

19 19 

370 370 

10.976 1C, 976 

5,977 5,877 

18,145 18.345 

7,546 7. 546 

43.570 43.570 

1.161 1,161 

1.34$ 1.345 

695 69S 

3.307 1,307 

820 820 

943 943 

4, 94S 4,945 

715 7IS 

6 6 

975 975 

2,695 2.695 


7,638 7.638 

158 158 

58 59 

522 52 2 

*25 625 

9,098 9.098 

87 87 

69 69 

13,183 13.383 

19 19 

370 370 

10.976 10,976 

5,877 5, 877 

18,345 18,345 

7,546 7,546 

43,570 43,570 

1.161 1.161 

1, 345 1,345 

69S 695 

3.307 1.307 

620 320 

943 843 

4.945 4,945 

715 71$ 

6 6 

975 97S 

2.69S 2,695 


Facility - 32 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 


FT 2013 MUttuy construction Total Obligation*! Authority •> Kn*OC«d 


Active, Hetlonal Guard, and Rinm Fores* 
By Typ* of Facility 
{8 Thousand*) 


Dat* as of 


Pe» 2012 


[Retaliation 

UNSPICIP1BD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPBCI FI ED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


2U TKX-lit'. INTEGRATED WiA GUNS * MW SITS 
tv TBCK-IID: NAV INTEGRATED NfcA R,D(A,T48 CTR 
ZU TECH -42: MARITIME Cl I SR R.DiA.TLB 
ZO USA- 113 : FORT KONSOS, VA 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 
12,785 12,7*5 

28,770 >8.770 

34.981 34.981 

45 45 


Appn 

Amount 

12,785 



12.78S 

38,770 

>4.981 


*« Navy 

BASE REALIGNMENT 4 CIDSURS, HAW ZU Base Re»li9™*nt 4 Cloeure 


340,577 

190.6*8 


>40,577 340,577 

190.(88 190.6(8 


190,6(8 190,668 190,6(8 190,668 


**■ Navy Total for HASS REALIGNMENT s. CL0SURB ACCOUNT 


63} 


,245 


Air Force 

UNSPECIFIED W0XIDWID* LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED NGRIDWXDS LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED W0R1DWIDR LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UN3PECIFIK0 WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIC) WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WOSIDWIDtt LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORIOWIDS LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 7.U 
UNSPftCIFTRD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED >C RIOWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORUJWIDB LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATICtlS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE IDCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 
UNSPECIFIED WOSIDWIOE LOCATIONS ZU 


COM4 ADD 3: GALENA POL, AIL 

DON- 84 1 JRB WILLOW GROVE k CAMBRIA REG AP 

EfcT-52: JSr INITIAL FLXCHT TRAINING SITE 

HfcSA- 108 ; WILDER INVEST AGENCIES & CI5/DSS 

HfcSA-lOi JOINT BASING- FT LEWIS 

K&SA-1J3; RISC AF/NG HQS LEASED LOCATIONS 

NASA -145: ACT/RBS P8RS ( RECRUIT CTRS-USA 

NASA- 31 . CIV PSRS OFCS - FT RICHARDSON 

H4SA-95; DRFKNS8/NILDEP ADJUDICATION ACT 

MO- 16; SAN ANTONIO REGIONAL 14 SO CTR. TX 

MO 54 1 INPATIENT 3VB TO CLINIC -CRT LARES 

MED- 57: BROOKS CITY BAS*. TX 

PROGRAM KANACHWBiT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

TECH- 9: DEFENSE RESEARCH SERVICE LPT) LABS 

USA- 40, 7TH SFO TO BGLIN APB 

USAF-llli CAPITAL ACS, SPRINGFIELD. IL 

USAF-112- RICHMOND ACS SANDSTON. VA 

USAF-llJ. HILL AF8. ITT 

USAP-U4: CANNON AFB. NH 

USAF-I17-. GRAND PORKS AFB. NS 

OSAF-ll. ONIZUKA AFS. CA 

USAP-130- ROBINS AFB. GA 

USAF-I21: NIAGARA FALLS ASS, NY 

USAS- 122 1 POPS APB, KC 

USAP-129: MARTIN STATE APT AGS. MD 

USAF-130- CKNERAL MITCHELL ARS, HI 

U SAP-44: OTIS ANGB. MA 

UCAF-47: SPRINGFIKLO-BBCKLEY MPT AOS. OH 

USAP-49. W. K. KELLOOG AGS 

USAP-5C: ELLINGTON FIELD AGS. TX 

USAP-55- NAS NSW ORLEANS ARS. LA 

DSAP-60. NASHVILLE IAP AGS. TN 

USAP-63: ANDREWS AFB. MD 

USAP-77 KEY FIELD AGS. MS 

USAF-79 PORTLAND IAP ACS. OR 

USAP -81; BEALS AFB, CA 

USAP 84- FAIRCHILD AFB WA 

USAP -89- tan. IS ACS. AK 


*>.378 
555 
3 BO 



98 

4,971 

31,282 

17.347 


2,740 

1.693 

137 

572 

(2 


7 ( 
250 
£ 
16 

B40 

568 

321 

86 


507 

154 

14 


886 


43,378 43,37* 43,378 

355 555 555 

300 300 300 

2,675 2,(75 3.(TS 

100 100 100 

1,74( 1,948 1,746 

1.885 1,885 1.895 

400 400 400 

8S0 850 8S0 

7.600 7,(00 7.600 

98 98 98 



1.(93 1.693 1.693 

137 137 137 

573 572 S72 

62 62 63 

1,300 1,300 1,300 

457 457 457 

447 447 447 

76 76 76 

250 250 250 

6 6 6 

16 16 16 

611 611 61 1 

840 640 840 

568 568 568 

321 321 321 

66 96 86 

100 100 100 

507 507 507 

49 44 49 

154 154 154 

14 14 14 

(07 (07 607 

896 686 886 


Air Force 
Air Force 

BABB REALIGNMENT fc CLOSURE. AIP PORCH ZU wee Real igwent ( Cloeuie 
" Air Force 

••• Air Force Total {or base realignment t ciasuRt account 


125,666 125.686 

141.471 141,471 

141.471 141.471 

2(7,157 267,157 


125,686 125.686 

141.471 141,471 

141.471 141,471 

267.157 267,157 




UNCLASSIFIED 
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aaflailaafis 

Defense Contract Management Agency 
UNSPECIFIED WORLEWID8 LOCATIONS 

•* Defense Contract Management Agency 


unclassified 

1011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority •• Enacted 

Active, national Guard, and Sa«»rv» rorca* 

Ky Type or Facility 
{} ThouaandaS 

Aoth Auth rot 

IS Pcotaot Amount Appn Amount 

ZU HiSA* 53 r MI EC DOD/DBF AGS/FOA LEASED LOCS 1,837 1,817 

1,817 1,817 


Defense Commissary Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WJRLDMIOS LOCATIONS 


** Defense Cgmniasary Agency 

Defense Finance and Accounting Service 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•* Defense Finance and Accounting Service 

Defense intelligence Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WJRLDWIQH LOCATIONS 
unspecified worldwide locations 
UNSPECIFIED HORICMIDB UXATIONS 

•* Defense intelligence Agency 

Defense Information Systems Agency 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•* Defense Information System* Agency 

Defense Logistic* Agency 

BASS REALIGtatKNT i CLOSURE, OBFKN3B 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

** Defense Logistics Agency 

Defense Media Activity 

UNSPECIFIED WORLCWID* LOCATIONS 

•• Defense Media Activity 

Defense Security Service 

UNSPECIFIED WDWDWID8 LOCATIONS 
UNEP EC I PI ED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

** Defenne Security Service 

Defense Threat Reduction Agency 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

** Defense Threat Reduction Agency 

Mi**tle Dcfenee Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•• Missile Defense Agency 

National Geospatial intelligance Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

** National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 


ZU NASA- 109: CCfWISSARY AGENCY CONSOLIDATION 


IU H4SA-IE: DBF FINANCE AMD ACCOUNTING S«S 


ZU H4SA-108: KILDRP INVEST AGENCIES k C1S/DSS 
ZU M4SA-S9: DWF8NSE/HILDBP ADJUDICATION ACT 
ZU INT-10-. DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 


ZU H4SA-4S: CONS DISA/BCT JNT C4ISR WfcA 


ZU Brae - Closure lv 

ZU S&S-SS: SUPPLE. STORAGE k D1S7 HOfT RECOUP 


?.U H4SA-7I: NEW DEFENSE MEDIA AGENCY 


ZU N4SA-I08: MILDEP INVEST AGENCIES k CtS/OSS 
ZU H4SA-9V DBFENSB/MILOKP ADJUDICATION ACT 


ZU MED- 28; JNT CTSS EXCEL CHEX/BIO k MED F4DA 


XU H4SA-47: MISSILE AHD SPACE DBF AGENCIES 


XU IWr-4: NCA ACTIVITIES 




Of F«b 2012 



0.170 


21,311 



26,113 


12,480 

3 , 0*7 


8 . 67 * 

134 , 2*7 


Facility * 14 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 


TriCar® Management Activity 

unspecified worldwio8 iocations 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


f* 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority a* Enacted 


Active, National Guard, and Rasarva Tore* a 
By Typo Of Fatality 
(9 Thousand*} 


EC Project 


ZU C»*l ADD S- JOINT NSOICAi. COMMAND HCS 
TO USD- 16; SAW ANTONIO REGIONAL MSD CIA, TX 
ZO HBD-2- HALTS* REED NMNC. BETHESDA, MD 


** TriCar* Management. Activity 


390,036 390,036 


Waahington Heatkjuarter* Services 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Ki,SA-S3> MISC DOD/DBP AGS/FOA LEASED LOCS 168.133 168,123 


»* Waehington Headquarters services 


168,123 168,523 


*•• Defense- Wide Total Jot BASE REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 


855,695 *55,695 


Total BASH REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 


2,179,231 2,187,997 


Data as of Pen 2012 

Appn TOA 


11,965 11,965 
306,177 206,177 
171,894 171,894 


190,036 190,036 


168,121 168,323 



055. 695 



NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

o*f*n*a-Hid« 

MATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM ZU Mato Security investment Program 

** Defense-Mid® 

oefen»e-Mide Total for NATO security investment program 
T otal NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 


OTHER 

Army 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


ZU DOD IC Transfer 

ZU Foreign Currency Flucutation Account 
ZU Host Nation Support PY 11 
ZU Minor Construction fy 11 
ZU Planning and Design PYll 


7, C00 7,000 7,000 

44.759 44,759 

28.000 27.944 27,944 

21.000 22.954 32,954 

221,636 221.193 221.193 


279,636 123,850 


323,950 


Army 

BRUSSELS 
UNSPBC1 PIE 


WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


323.850 

31,799 


*• Army 

Defense -wide Total for OTHER 
Navy 

VARIOUS wonujwros LOCATIONS ZU Foreign Currency Fluctuation. CHA 

♦* Navy 

»** Navy Total for other 
A ir Force 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Foreign Currency Fluctuattona 

»» Air Pore* 

»*• Air Fore* Total for OTHER 


31.863 31.863 32,599 32,599 

31.863 31,863 32.599 32,599 

4.321 4,321 

4.321 4.321 

4.321 4,321 



29,221 


29.221 



29,227 


29.227 


Facility - IS 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Defenee-Ntdo 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UHSP8CIPTKD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

** Defense-wide 

Defense Logistics Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•» Defense Logistics Agency 

Nations! Security Agency 
CLASSIFIED LOCATION 

*♦ National Security Agency 
*»• Defense-wide Total for OTHER 
Total OTHER 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2011 Mil it* try Construction Total Obligation*! Authority » Enacted 


Active, National Oueid, end Reserve Forces 
ay Type of Facility 
<$ Thoueands) 




Auth 




of Pet> 2012 


21) Contingency construction 
*0 Foreign currency Adjustment 



ZU Foreign Currency 


2C Classified Project 


<1.900 41,900 41,900 *1.900 


41,900 41,900 41,900 41.900 


<1,900 91,900 £2,019 62,019 


7J.T61 363.399 452,016 452,016 


Facility - 36 


UKCLASSiriEO 
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Facility - 1? 
tticiAsainto 
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IfHCUuSSiritD 

1 Fuuly Housing Total Obligations! Authority • 


Installation 

Total Family Housing Improvement Fund 
FAMILY HOUSING. oelenae Intelligence Agency 

Total Dolmas intelligence Agency 
FAMILY housing. Defonoe Logiatica Agency 

Total Defense Logistics Agency 
FAMILY IKXJHIHC, National Security Agency 


Total National Security Agency 
Total Defense-Hide 


ZU Utilities Account 
ZU rurniehlnga Account 
ZD Management Account 
ZU Services Account 
ZU Maintenance Of Real Property 


ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishings Account 

ZU Maintenance Of Real Property 


Auth foe 
Appn Amount 
<95,125 


Appn 

Amount 

<95,225 


24,055 

19,547 


Facility - 29 


UHCIAS9IFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

nr 2012 Military Construction Total Ctoligatxonal Authority 


S^graary by Facility 
OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

HAUfTKNANC* V PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

RAD FACILITIES 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

ADMINSTRATIVg FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

REAL ESTATE 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

PLANNING 1 DESIGN 

HASH REALIGNMENT C. CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

FAMILY HOUSING PfcD 

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 

OTHER 

•** Total 


Total Conatruetion Program 
»y Typ» Of Facility 

1$ Thousand*} 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

2.620.429 

2,101.332 

1.35$. 56? 

1,358,587 

1.480,949 

1,556.261 

93 1 344 

253,794 

181.085 

208,085 

1,480, 100 

718,092 

812,531 

368.531 

1,617,375 

1,617.375 

$03,565 

803,565 

739,495 

739.495 

129,750 

104.750 

190,824 

190,824 

2,400 

2,400 

135,000 

135,000 


125,518 


79a, 729 

582.3X9 

582.319 

247. 6U 

247.611 


$48, 109 

66.000 

759.649 


3.199 


27,000 


2,184 


103.293 

12,543,364 

13,655.692 


Data as of Fob 201.2 

Appn TOA 


Amount 

Amount 

2.126.526 

2, 126,526 

1,358,587 

1,358,587 

1,620,261 

1,620,261 

253,794 

253.794 

209.085 

208.085 

718.092 

718.092 

368.531 

368,531 

1,617,375 

1,617, 3*>s 

803,565 

803,565 

742,495 

742,495 

129, 750 

129,750 

190,824 

190,824 

2,400 

2,400 

135,000 

135,000 

125,518 

125.518 

918.729 

918.729 

582.319 

582,319 

247,611 

247.611 

$48,109 

848,109 

734,887 

734,887 

3,199 

3, 199 

27,000 

27,000 

2, 184 

2,184 

127,401 

127,401 

13,892,242 

13.892,242 


Facility - 39 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Summary by facility 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

THAI KING FACILITIES 

MAINTENANCE 6 PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

FACILITIES 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

ADMINSTRATTVK FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

REAL ESTATE 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

PLANNING S. DESIGN 

BASE REALIGNMENT S. CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE 

OTHER 

Total »»♦ 4,221,07? 


Data a a of Feb 2012 


Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

569,300 

568,300 

566,300 

974,311 

974,311 

974,311 

B47.172 

847, 172 

847,172 

47,500 

47,500 

47, 500 

7,400 

7,400 

7.40C 

5,300 

5.300 

5.300 

898,500 

898.500 

898,500 

155, 900 

155,900 

155,900 

200,800 

203,800 

203,800 

83.000 

108,800 

108,800 

57,100 

57, 100 

57. 100 

2,400 

2.400 

2.400 

34,625 

34,625 

34,625 

259, 836 

304,836 

304, 836 

299.906 

299,906 

299.906 

577,072 

577,072 

577,072 

27,000 

27,000 

27,000 

93,283 

93,283 

93.283 

5, 140,205 

5,213. 2G5 

S. 213,205 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Conatruetion Total Obligation*! Authority 
Army 

By Typa Of Facility 
!$ Thou**nda) 

Attth 
Amount 
625, 30C 

974, J1J 

771,860 

4? , SOO 

7.400 
5,300 

898. SOO 
155. SCO 
200,800 
108,800 
57. 10C 

2.400 

299,906 
66.000 


Facility - 40 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

nr 2012 Military Construction total Obligatlonal Authority 
Navy 

By Typo of Facility 



<f Thousand*) 


Data as 

Of Feb 2012 

Summary fav Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth Ear 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATt ONAL FAC I U TIBS 

1,120,151 

483,153 

528.347 

528,347 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

209,484 

209,484 

209,484 

209,464 

MAINTENANCE & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

427.283 

427.283 

427.283 

427,283 

kU> FACILITIES 

45.844 

45,844 

45,844 

45,844 

SUPPLY FACILITIBS 

29, 017 

29.017 

29,017 

29,017 

ADMINISTRATIVE FACILITIES 

27,079 

27.079 

27,079 

27,079 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

272, 178 

272,178 

272.178 

272,178 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

105,463 

105,463 

105.463 

105,463 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

450,093 

450,093 

450,093 

450,093 

REAL ESTATE 

8,665 

8,665 

8.665 

8,665 

SUPPORT n*3 ACTIVITIES 

114, 924 

114,924 

114,924 

114,924 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


23,495 

23,495 

23.495 

PLANNING & DESIGN 


71,953 

86,953 

86, 953 

BASK REALIGNMENT & CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

155,180 

155, 183 

155,180 

155,180 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


367,863 

367,863 

367,863 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


97,773 

97, 773 

97, 773 

FAMILY HOUSING PLD 


1, 199 

3,199 

3.199 

*** Total 

2,965,361 

2,852,646 

2.952,840 

2,952,840 


Facility * 41 


UNCLASSIFIED 



422 


UNCLASSIFIED 


H 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
Mr Fore* 

By Typ* Of Facility 



19 Thou* and* j 


Data as 

Of Feb 2012 

Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth foe 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

179,514 

258,514 

258,514 

258,514 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

115,693 

115,693 

115,693 

115.693 

MAINTENANCE (. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

129,650 

129,650 

193,650 

193,650 

acwinstrativs facilities 

642.600 

198,600 

198.600 

198,600 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

446.697 

446,697 

446.697 

446,697 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

25,400 

25,400 

25.400 

25.400 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

7.598 

7,598 

7,598 

7.598 

UNSPECIFIED MINOS CONSTRUCTION 


34,434 

34,434 

34,434 

PLANNING k DESIGN 


67,338 

96. 333 

96.338 

BASE REALIGNMENT k CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

125,442 

125,442 

125,442 

125,442 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


429, 523 

429, 523 

429, 523 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


84,804 

60,042 

60.042 

«*• Total «** 

I. 672.S94 

1,923,693 

1. 991, 933 

1, 991.931 


Facility -42 


UNCLASSIFIED 


423 


UHCLAJB3 I f I ED 

rr 2012 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority 

Da f ansa Hi da 
By Typa Of facility 



(9 Tbouaanda) 


Data as 

ot Feb 2012 

auaosary by facility 

Aufch 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Aaount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

695,464 

791,365 

771,365 

771,365 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

59,099 

59,099 

59. 099 

59,099 

MAINTENANCE & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

152,156 

152.156 

152,156 

152.156 

RSI? FACILITIES 


160,450 

160.450 

160.450 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

144,668 

171.668 

172,668 

171,668 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

1, 480, 100 

718.092 

718,092 

718, 092 

AOMINSTRATIVB FACILITIES 

137,552 

137,552 

337,552 

137,552 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

516,802 

516,802 

516,802 

516,802 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

81,004 

81,004 

81,004 

81.004 

REAL ESTATE 

12,285 

12,295 

12,285 

12,285 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

16,800 

18,800 

18, 800 

18,800 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

135.000 

135,000 

135,000 

135,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTl ON 


32.964 

32, 964 

32.964 

PLANNING 6 DESIGN 


399,602 

430,602 

430,602 

BASE REALIGNMENT & CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

1.791 

1,791 

1,791 

J,7fi 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

247.611 

247,621 

247.611 

247,611 

PAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


50,723 

SO. 723 

50,723 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 


2. 184 

2. 184 

2. 184 

OTHER 


10. 000 

34. 118 

34, 138 

»•* Total »** 

3.682.332 

3.699, 148 

3.7J4.266 

3.734.266 


Facility * *3 


UHCLASSmtD 


424 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2012 Military Conatruction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Activa Foreaa 
By Typ* of Facility 



if Thouaanda) 


Data a« of 

Fel> 2012 

Summary bv Facility 

Auth 

Awoynt 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

1, 861,051 

1,246,053 

1,291,247 

1,291.247 

TRAIN! NO FACILITIES 

561,226 

561,226 

561,226 

561.226 

MAINTiaWKK 6 PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

1,225. 1J3 

1,300,445 

1,364, 44S 

1,364,445 

R&fi FACILITIES 

93.344 

93,344 

93,344 

93. 344 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

36,4X7 

36,417 

36,417 

36,417 

ADNINSTRATIVE FACILITIES 

669,679 

225.679 

225,679 

225,679 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

1.470, 375 

1,470,375 

1,470, 375 

1,470.375 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

266,763 

286.763 

286,763 

2S6.763 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

626,491 

626,491 

629,491 

629,491 

REAL ESTATE 

74,965 

49.965 

74.965 

74,965 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

172,024 

172,024 

172.024 

172,024 

WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

2,400 

2,400 

2,400 

2.400 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


61.49S 

61.495 

61.495 

PLANNING & DESIGN 


332,5X6 

421. 516 

421,516 

BASH REALIGNMENT fc CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

256.985 

256, 985 

2S6.985 

256, 985 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


797.386 

797, 386 

797.386 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

66.000 

759.649 

734,087 

734.887 

FAMILY HOUSING PAD 


3 , 199 

3,199 

1.199 

OTHER 


93.283 

93,283 

93.2B3 

*** Total 

7.402.853 

8.375,695 

8,577,127 

B. 577. 127 


Facility * 44 


UNCLASSIFIED 


425 


UNCLASSIFIED 

rr 2012 Military Construction Total Obligati anal Authority 

National Guard and Reserve Fore** 

By Typo Of Facility 



{$ Thou a and#) 


Data as at 

Feb 2012 

Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth far 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

63,914 

63.914 

63,914 

<3,934 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

73#, 262 

738,262 

738,262 

738,262 

MAINTENANCE «. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

103,660 

103,660 

101,660 

103,660 

ADM INSTRATI VE FACILITIES 

5,300 

5. 300 

5,300 

5,300 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

147,000 

147,000 

147,000 

147,000 

UTILITY FACILITIBS 

33-000 

32,000 

32,000 

32, 000 

REAL ESTATE 

42,500 

42,500 

42,500 

42,500 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


31,059 

31,059 

31,059 

PLANNING it DESIGN 


66,611 

66. 6U 

66,611 

*** total •»* 

1, 132,636 

1,230,306 

1,230.306 

1,230, 306 


Pacility * 45 


UNCLASSIFIED 


426 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 7012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Military Construction 
By Typ« Of facility 



{$ Thousand*) 


Data as 

Of Feb 2012 

Sunaaary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Af»pn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

2,620,429 

2,101,332 

2,116,526 

2,126,526 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

1, 158,587 

1,358, S87 

1, 358.587 

1,358,587 

MAINTENANCE *. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

1, 480.949 

1,556,261 

1, 620,261 

1,620,261 

RfcD FACILITIES 

93.344 

253,794 

253,794 

253.794 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

181,085 

209,0*5 

208,085 

208,085 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

1,480, 100 

719.092 

718,092 

718,092 

ADMINSTRATIVE FACILITIES 

812,531 

368,531 

368,531 

368,531 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

1,617,375 

1,617,375 

1,617,375 

1,617,375 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

901,565 

803,565 

603,565 

803.565 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

719,495 

739.495 

742,495 

742,495 

REAL ESTATE 

129.750 

104,750 

129,750 

129, 750 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

190,824 

190,824 

190,824 

190.824 

WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

2,400 

2,400 

2,400 

2,400 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

115,000 

135,000 

135,000 

135,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


125. S18 

125,518 

125,518 

PLANNING A DESIGN 


798,729 

918,729 

918,729 

BASE REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

582,319 

382,319 

582.319 

582.339 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

247.611 

247,611 

247,611 

247,611 

OTHER 


10,000 

34,118 

34,118 

*** Total *•* 

12,475.364 

11,922,268 

12, 183.580 

12. 103.580 


Facility - *6 


UNCLASSIFIED 


427 


Smaoary by Facility 
BAS8 REALIGNMENT fc ( 

**• Total **♦ 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2012 Kilit*ry Construction Total Obligations! Authority 


U3SURS ACCOUNT 


Bass Rsaligmwmt an<J Closing 
9y Typo of Facility 
<5 Thousand*) 

Auth Auth for 

Atnount Appn Amount 

592.319 582,319 

582.319 582,319 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Appn 

Aatount 

582. 319 

592.319 


TOA 

Aawunt 

582.319 

562.319 


Facility • 47 


UNCLASSIFIED 


428 


UHCIA5S ITIZG 

FY 2012 Military Construction Total 0 bli. 9 atJ. 0 nal Authority 

Fa*ily Housing 
By Typa 0 l Facility 



(3 Thousands) 


Data as cf 

Feb 2013 

Surwaarv by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Ajjpn Amount 

Appn 

Aaount 

TQA 

Aawunt 

FAMILY MOUSING OPERATIONS 


84 B. 109 

848,109 

848,109 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCT I OH 

68,000 

759,649 

734,887 

734,087 

FAMILY HOUSING P 6 D 


3,199 

3.199 

3, 199 

HOMBGWNBRS ASSISTANCE 


27.000 

27,000 

27,000 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 


2,184 

2,184 

2, 1B4 

OTHER 


93,291 

93.283 

93,283 

♦** Total ►** 

66,000 

1, 733,424 

1, 708,662 

1,708.662 


Facility - 48 


UMCtASSIFIEO 


429 


w»ctMsmeo 


rr 


Military Conetruetion Total Obligations! Authority aa Enacted 


Active, national Suard, and Reserve Forces 
By Type Of Facility 
( J Thouaande) 


loetailecian 
OPBRATIOHAL FACILITIES 

Array 

PORT RUCKER 
FORT MArHVmtQHT 

Joint Base Elraendorf -Richardson 

TORI C ARSON, COLORADO 

FORT CARSON, COLORADO 

PORT ST WART. OSKWGIA 

SCHOFZSEA BARRACX 3 

FORMS AIR FIELD 

FORT nfQX 

FORT POL*, LOUISIANA 
FORT POL*. LOUISIANA 
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 
FORT BELVOIR 

Joint Bar* Lewia-MeChord 

BACRM4 AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 

LANDSTUHL 

LANDSTUHL 

STUTTGART 

»* Army 


SC ProTact 


AL Combat Readiness Center 
ak Aviation Complex, Fti 5 a tnc 1 
AX Brigade Complex. Ph 3 
CO Aircraft Loading Area 
CO Brigade Headquarters 
GA Dog Fennel 

HI Combat Aviation Brigade Complex. Ph 1 

X3 Deployment Support Facility 

XV Battalion complex 

LA Brigade Complex 

la Military working oog Facility 

KD command and Control Facility 

VA Information Dominance Center. Ph 1 

HA Air Support Operations Facilities 

AP Entry Control Point 

GV Satellite Communications Center 

GY Satellite Coramunica t ions Center 

GY Access Control Point 


Army Reserve 

FORT MCCOY HI Container Loading Facility 

** Amy Reserve 

Army Total tor OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


Navy 

YUMA 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 
CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 
TWKHTYNINK PAAMS. CALIFORNIA 
KINGS BAY 
KINGS BAY 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor -Hickam 

KANEOHE BAY 

NEW RIVER 

NRW RIVER 

BEAUFORT 

KITSAP 

KITSAP 

SW ASIA 

CAMP LENONIBR. DJIBOUTI 
CAMP LEMON! SR , DJIBOUTI 


AE JSP Auxiliary Landing Field 
CA MV- 22 Aviation FUel Storage 
CA MV-22 Aviation Pavement 
CA Tracked Vehicle Maintenance Cover 
CA Crab Island Security Enclave 
GA NRA Land/ 'water Interface 

HI Navy information Operations Ccneiand FES Fac 

HI MCAS Operation* Complex 

NC Aircraft Maintenance Hangar aixJ Apron 

»C Ordnance Loading Area Additnon 

SC Vertical Landing Pads 

ha khm Security Force Facility (Bangor) 

ha Explosives Handling Wharf >2 (INC) 

bi waterfront Development Phase a 

DJ Aircraft Logistics Apron 

DJ Taxiway Enhancement 


•* Navy 


*»* Navy Tot# l for OPKRATIONAL FACILITIES 


Air Force 
LUKE AFB 

U.S. AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

PATRICK AFB 

FORT RILEY, KANSAS 

WHITEMAN AFB 

NELLIS AFB 

HOLLOMAN AFB 

Joint Region Marianas 

Joint Region Mananas 

SIOONKUA 


A2 F-15 Squad ope/AMU 2 

CO Construct Large Vehicle Inspection Facility 

FL Air Force Technical Applications Ctr - tncr 2 

KS Air Support Opei at ions Center 

mo MSA Security Control Facility 

nv communications Network Control Center 

m Parallel Taxiwsy 07/25 

CU Air Freight Terminal Complex 

CU Guam Strike Clear Meter Rinse Facility 

IT VKS SATCCH Relay pad* and Facility 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


11,600 

51.000 

74.000 
3* , 000 

2,600 

71.000 
5,300 

4*. 000 

23.000 



7.300 

20,000 

24.000 

19.000 
12,200 


563,000 




6. 161 
is! $82 


25,444 

715,000 



7,492 

57,704 

69.511 

9,419 

21.096 

25.94$ 

78.002 


1.120.151 

‘.,120,151 


35.170 

10.800 


441,153 



7.600 
4. BOO 
11,600 
8.000 


15.000 

120,900 


IB. 000 
13,400 

79.000 

4! 800 
11,600 
8,000 

15. 000 
7.500 

15.000 


149.900 


73.000 
5.100 

44.000 



Facility • 49 


WCLASJIriED 



430 


UNCIASSIFIIEO 

i Military Conatruotion Total Ob 1 1 Rational authority a a tnaotad 

Active. National Ou*rd, and B«i«rv« forces 
By Type of Facility 
(1 Thousands) 


Ait National Guard 
BEALE ATO 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor- Hiekant 

PORT MAttfll IAP 
MARTIN STATS AIRPORT 
OTIS ANOT 

SFRINQPISLEI BKOOKf -MAP 

»• Air National Guard 


CA Wing Operations and Training Facility 
HI TFI - F- 22 Combat Aircraft Parking Apron 
IN A-10 Facility conversion - Munitions 
MO TP I - C-J? Conversion - Squadron Operations 
MA TFI - CNAF Beddown - Upgrade Facility 
OH Alter Predator Operation* Center 


CA Airfield Control Tower/Base Ops 


t Force Reserve 

r Fore* Total for OPERATIONAL FACI LIT12S 


Defense Logistics Agency 
DAVIS -NONTHAN AF8 
WHITING PIBLD 
SAJWSDALt AFB 
HBSTOVBR ARB 
PHILADELPHIA 
CAMP DAWSON 

** Defense Logistics Agency 

National Caoepatlal intelligence Agency 
FORT 6ELVOIR V 

** National Geospatial intelligence Agency 

National Security Agency 
BUCKLBV AIR FORCE BASE 
PORT GORDON 
PORT MSADB 
CAMP WILLIAMS 


AZ replace Hydrant Fuel System 
PL Truck toad/unload Facility 
LA Hydrant Fuel System 
MA Replace Hydrant Fuel System 
PA Upgrade HVAC System 
wv Replace Hydrant Fuel System 


K Technology center Third floor Fit-out 


** National Security Agency 


Special Operatic 

CAMP PITOLOTON. CALIFORNIA 

CORONADO 

BOLIN APB 

BOLIN APB 

KACOILL AFB 

CANNON AFB 

CANNON AFB 

CANNON AFB 

CAMP L8JSUHB. NORTH CAROLINA 

FORT BRAGG 

POST BRAGG 

PORT BRAGG 

FORT BRAGG 

PORT BRAGG 

FORT BRAGG 

PORT BRAGG 

BAM NECK 

PAM NIC a 


» Special Operations Command 


CO Hountalnview Operations Facility Inc 1 
GA Mhitelav Wedge Building Addition 
hd High Performance Ccntiuting Capacity Inc 1 
ur ic cnci oats center 1 Inc 3 


P Military Working Dog Facility 
P Support Activity Operations Facility 
p Company Operations Facility (GSUl 
P Company Operations Facility (GSTB) 

F Acquisition center IPhaas III 
P Apron And Taxivay 
r C*130 Squadron operations Facility 
P Squadron Operations Facility 
r Armory Facility Kspanaion 
? Administrative Anne* 

P Battalion Operations Complex 
p Battalion operation* Facility 
p Brigade Headquarter* 
p Entry Control Point 
P araup Headquarters 
F Squadron HO Addition 
P Building Renovation 
p logistic Support Facility 
P Military working Dog Facility 
P Seal Team Operations Facility 
t Company Qperationa Facility 


51,625 

51,625 


21.000 

19,000 

15.200 


19.000 

2,100 

26.000 


16,193 
258.51 4 


Facility - 50 


unclass i Fire 



431 


UNCLASSIFIED 


rr 1012 Military Construction Total Cfcligatlonal Authority aa Enacted 


tnstgjiAtlon 


Actio*, National Guard, and Raoarva Fores* 
By Typ* Of facility 
<1 Thousand*} 


sc 


Awjunt Appn Amount Amount 


Washington Headquarters Services 

pbntagoh VA H«liport Control Tower/Pire Station 

• • Washington Headquarter* Services 

do Ionite -wide Total for operational facilities 
T otal OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


6,457 6,457 6.4S7 S. 

695,464 791,165 771, 36S 77J. 


TRAINING FACILITIES 
Army 

TORT IRWIN 
TORT IRWIN 
presidio wo wrap ky 
TORT GORDON 

TORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
TORT KNOX 

TORT TOUC, LOUISIANA 
TORT MEAD* 

FORT BRAGS 
TORT BRAOG 
TORI BILL 

TORT JACKSON 
PORT BUSS 
TORT BLISS 

Joint Base Langley-Eust is 

GRATENWOEHR 

OnEftOAOiSTOTTSW 


CA Infantry Squad Battle Coucee 

Ca Qualification Training Range 

ca General Instruction Building 

GA Hand Greiude Familiarisation Range 

KY Scout /Recce Gunnery Range 

FT Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 

IA Multipurpose Mac hi ne Gun Range 

KD Applied Instruction facility 

NC Battle Command Training Center 

KC SCO Academy 

OK Battle Command Training Center 
OK THAAP Instruction Facility 
SC Modified Record Fire Range 
TX Applied Instruction Building 
TX JLENS Tactical Training facility 
VA Aviation Training facility 
OT Convoy Live Fire Range 
GV Automated Record Fire Range 



Army National Guard 
TORT MC CLSUAN 
PAPAGO MILITARY RESERVATION 
FORT CHAFPBS 
ALAMOSA 
AURORA 

CAMP BLANDlNti 

CAMP 8LAK0IM0 

ATLANTA 

MACCW 

KAUUTLOA 

NORMAL 

INDIANAPOLIS 

BANGOR 

BRUNSWICK 

DUNDALK 

LA PLATA 

WBSTOIHCTER 

NATICK 

CAMP RIPLEY 

GRAND ISLAND 

MEAD 

SANTA PS 

GREENSBORO 

CAMP GRUBER 

CAMP GRUBER 

THE DALLES 

ALLENDALE 

CAMP WILLIAMS 

TORT PICKETT 

BUCKHANNON 

CAMP WILLIAMS 


A3. Readiness Center pm 2 
AZ Readiness Center 

AR Convoy Livr Pire/Sntry Control Point Range 
CO Readiness Center 

CO Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 

fl Convoy Live Fire/Rntry Control Point Range 

FL Live Fire Shoot House 

GA Readiness Center 

GA Readiness Center Phi 

MI Reedineee Center Phi 

IL Readiness Center 

IN JPHO Add/Alt 

HK Readiness Center 

ME Armed Force# Reserve Centei 

mo Readiness Center Add/Alt 

HO Readiness Center 

MO Readiness Center Add/ Ait 

ma Readiness center 

MN Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

N8 Readiness Center 

NE Readiness Center 

Hw Readiness Center Add/ Alt 

nc Readiness Center Add/Alt 

OK Liv* Fire Shoot House 

OK upgrade -Combined Arms Collective Training Fee 

OR Readiness Center 

SC Readiness Center Add/ Alt 

UT Multi Purpose Machine Gun Range 

VA Combined Arms Collective Training Facility 

WV Readiness Center Phi 

Hi Tactical unmanned Ait craft System Facility 


16.500 16,500 16,500 

17,800 17.800 17,600 

5.500 .1,500 5,500 

6.400 6,400 6,400 

5.600 1,600 I , 600 

2.400 2.400 2,400 

3.100 3,100 3,100 

11,000 11,000 11,000 

14.500 14,500 14,500 

33.000 33,000 33,000 

10.000 10.000 10,000 

25,700 25,700 25,700 

15.600 15,600 15,400 

23.000 23.000 23,000 

16.000 16.000 16,000 

9,000 9,000 9,000 

10.400 10.400 10,400 

9.000 9,000 9,000 

8.400 6,400 8.400 

22. COO 22,000 22,000 

9.100 9,100 9,100 

5,200 5.200 S.200 

1,700 3.700 3.700 

3.000 3,000 3,000 

10,161 10.361 10,361 

13.600 13.800 13.800 

4.100 4.300 4.300 

6.500 6,500 6,500 

31.000 11,000 11,000 

10.000 10,000 10,000 

7.000 7,000 7,000 




51 


UNCLASSIFIED 



432 


UNCLASSIFIED 


xnatallatlon 
CH SKEWS 
TORT BUCHANAN 

** Army National Guard 


IT 2012 KlliUrv Construction Total Obligations! Authority 


Enacted 


Aat.lv*, National Guard, and Rasarv* forcat 

By Typ* of Facility 
!* Thousand) } 


Data 


Feb 2012 


ac proi*gt 
hy Readiness Center 
PR Readiness Center 


Appn Amount 


Array Reserve 

FORT HUNTER LIGGETT 
FORT C0U1M 
HOiSWOOD 
ROCKFORD 

TORT BENJAMIN KASRI30M 
KANSAS CITY 
ATTLEBORO 
SAINT JOSEPH 
ST CHAR UK 
5CH8NKCTAD* 

OTSSNSBORO 
ORANGEBURG 
TORT HCCOK 
TORT HCCOK 
FORT MCCOY 


*• Army Reserve 

• Array Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 


CA Automated Multipurpose Machine Gun (NPMGJ 

CO Army Rcaarva center 

1L. Array Reserve center 

IL Array Reserve Cantec/Land 

IN Army Reserve center 

K5 Array Reserve Center/Land 

HA Army Reserve Can ter /Land 

MM Army Reserve Center 

mo Array Reserve Center 

NY Army Reaarva center 

NC Army Raservs Center/ land 

SC Army Reserve Center/ Land 

HI Automated Record Fire Range 

HI Modified Record Fire Known Distance Range 

HI NCOA Phase 111 - Billeting 



5.400 



Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

POINT HUGH 

JACKSONVILLE 

JACKSONVILLE 

WHITING FI *1.0 

CAMP LEJSUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 

quant: co 

*• Havy 


CA Infantry Squad Defense Range 
CA 1-30 Aircrew Training Facility 
FL BANS UAS Operator Training Facility 
PL P-8A Training Facility 

FL Applied Instruction Facilities. SOD course 
NC squad Battle Course 
va Academic instruction Facility 


29. 1ST 

4.482 
2S, 945 
20, £20 
16.821 
75, 104 


187 . 776 


29, 187 
15,177 

4,483 


25.985 



29,187 

15,177 

4.482 

25,985 

20.420 

75,304 

187.77* 


29,187 
15, 377 



Wavy Reserve 

PITTSBURGH PA Armed Porces Reserve center - Pittsburgh 

MEMPHIS TH Reserve Training Center - Memphis 

*» Navy Reserve 

*** Navy Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 


13,759 13,759 13,759 11,789 

7.949 7,949 7,949 7,949 


21,708 21,709 21,708 21,708 


209.484 209,484 209.484 299.484 


Air Force 

DAVIS -MONTKAN APB 
DOVER APB 
H0LLWAM APB 
HOLLOMAN APB 
POPS AFB 
FAIRCHILD AFB 


AZ BC-1J0H Simulator/Training Operations 
dh C-5M Formal Training Unit Facility 
nm P* 16 Academic Facility 
NN F- 16 3 BAD Training Facility 
NC C-110 Flight Simulator 
WA SERB Force Support Ph 2 


20,500 

2,800 

5.800 


20,500 

2,800 

5,800 

4,200 

8.000 

14.000 


20,500 

s!soo 

4,200 

8,000 

14.000 


20,500 

2,800 

5.800 

4,200 

«,C00 

14,000 


••Mr Force 


53.300 


53.300 53,300 


Mr weeianai Guard 
MOFFETT FIELD 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor- Kickeak 
Joint Base Pearl Harbor- Hicham 


CA Replace Parareecue Training Facility 
Hi tfi • P-23 Flight Simulator Facility 
HI TFI ■ P-22 weapons Load Crew Training Ftcilit 


28,000 28.000 26,000 

19,800 19.800 19,800 

7.000 7,000 7,000 


Facility • 52 
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wctAasirrto 


FT SOU Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority k* Enacted 

Active, National Guard, and Reserve Forcee 
By Type Of Facility 
(S Thousand*) 


Air Fore* Reserve 

CHARLESTON AFB SC TFI Red Horse Readiness 4 Tmg Center 


•' Air Force Reserve 

*•• Ait Force Tot«l for TRAINING FACILITIES 



Special Opera cions Cowaand 
ANCHORAGE 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

8GLIH AUX 9 

CAHNCW AFB 

TORT BRAGG 

TOPS AFB 

*• Special Operations Co nmand 
*•* Defenso-Hide Total for TRAININQ 
Total TRAINING FACILITIES 


Alt sop Cold weather Maritime Training Facility 

CA SOF Range 130 Support Projects 

Ft, SOP Simulator Facility 

NH SOF ABAL Simulator Facility 

NC SOP Communications Training Complex 

NC SOP Training Facility 



MAINTENANCE a PRODUCTION facilities 
A rmy 

Joint Base slmendorf -Richardson AX Organizational Parking 

TORT CARSON, COLORADO CO Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


Army Total for MAINTENANCE A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

PUEBLO DEPOT CO Aneiunition Demilitarization Facility, 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TQA 

Amount Amount 


8,593 

tis.sn 


»* Any 

Defense -Wide Total for MAINTENANCE A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 
Any 

3CH0PIEU1 BARRACKS 
PORT RILEY, KANSAS 

** Amy 

*•* Army Total for MAINTENANCE a PRODUCTION FACILITIES 
Army 

BLUE CRASS ARMY DEPOT KY Ammunition Demilitarization Ph XII 


HI Centralized Mash Facility 

PS Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Maintenance Hangar 


15,338 15,338 38, 338 

15,338 15.138 15,338 


92,000 

92,000 


92,000 

92,000 


59.974 59,974 59,974 




•*• oafenae-wide Total for maintbnahcr a production facilities 


59,974 89,974 59,974 


Army 

FORT CAMPBELL. KENTUCKY 
PORT CAM PB ELI,. KENTUCKY 
PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
PORT LEONARD WOOD 
PORT 0RACG 
TORT BRACC 
TORT SILL 
PORT BLISS 
TORT BLISS 


FORT ROOD, TSXAS 


^ Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Maintenance Hangar 
f Vehicle Maintenance Facility 
1 Vehicle Maintenance Facility 
0 vehicle Maintenance Facility 
C Brigade Complex Facilities 
Z Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Maintenance Hangar 
K Vehicle Maintenance Facility 
X Electronics Maintenance Facility 
* vehicle Maintenance Facility 
x vehicle Maintenance Facility 
x unmanned aerial vehicle Maintenance Hangar 


<7,000 57,000 57,060 

15.000 15,060 18.000 

40.000 40.000 40.000 

49.000 49,000 49.000 

49.000 49,000 49,000 

54.000 54,000 54.000 

51.000 51.000 51.000 

14,500 14.500 14.600 

14,500 14,400 14,500 

19.000 19.000 19,000 

47.000 47.000 47,000 


57.000 

15.000 

40.000 
49.300 

49.000 

54.000 

51.000 
14,600 
14 , 500 

19.000 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

f 2013 Military Construction Total Obiigational Authority u Enacted 

Active, Notional Guard, and Reserve Force* 

By Type Of Facility 
(4 Thousands) 


FORT K(X», TEXAS 
FORT HOC®, TEXAS 
Joint B->»» San Antonio 

RED RIVER ARK* DEPOT 

** Amy 

Amy national Guard 
CAMP ROBERTS 
CWP 8M« UHS OBISPO 
HmESVILL* 

IAS VEGAS 
lakkhurst 

•* Army National Guard 
*** Amy Total for MAINTENANCE t 
Navy 
YUMA 


SC Project 

TX vehicle Maintenance Facility 
TX vehicle Maintenance Facility 
TX Vehicle Maintenance Facility 
TX Maneuver Systems Sustainment Ctr. I 


CA Tactical Unmanned Aircraft System Facility 
CA Field Maintenance Shop 
ga Maneuver Area Training a Equipment 
MV Field Maintenance Shop 
MJ Army Aviation Suport Facility 


Appn Amount 


Phi 


PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

CORONADO 

JACXSOov J LLS 

CAMP LEJEUNK, NORTH CAROLINA 
CHERRY POINT MARINE CORPS AIR 
PORTSMOUTH 
mUEMEXTON 

** Navy 


AZ Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

At Double Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

CA Rip Tank Cleaning Facility 

CA HV-22 Double Hangar Replacement 

CA Rotary Aircraft Depot Maine Pac {North Is. > 

PL P-RA Hangar upgrades 

NC 2nd Combat Engineer H«intenance/Ops Complex 
NC H-l Helicopter Gearbox Repair a Teat Facility 
VA Controlled Industrial Facility 
ma Integrated Dry Dock Mater Treatment P«c Ph 1 


:al for MAINTENANCE a PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


NELLIS APR 
NELLIS APR 
MINOT APB 
MINOT APB 

Joint Region Marianas 
Joint Region Mananas 
Joint Region Marianas 
Joint Region Marianas 
joint Region Marianas 

*• Air porce 


AZ HC-IJOJ Joint Use Fuel cell 
AZ P-35 ADAL Aircraft Maintenance unit 
MV F-1S Add/Alter Engine Shop 
HV F-3SA AGE Facility 

nd B- 52 1-Bay Conventional Munitions Maintenance 
NO B-S2 Two -Bay Phase Maintenance Dock 
GU Ouaa Strike conventional Munitions Maintenanc 
CU Guam Strike Fuel Systems Maintenance Hangar 
CU PRTC cceibat Communication* Combat Support 
CU PRTC Combat Comuntcation* Transmission Syst 
GU PRTC Red Horse cantonment Operations Facility 


Air Force Total for MAINTENANCE (. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 
Special Operation* Command 


PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
FORT CAMPBELL. KENTUCKY 
CANNON AF« 

CANNON AFB 
CANNON APB 


PL SOP ttncloaed Engine Noise Suppressors 

ky SOP MHO Aviation Facility 

KY SOF Rotary Ming Hangar 

nn SOP Aircraft Maintenance Squadron Facility 

NM SOF C- 130 Mash Rack Hangar 

nm SOF Hangar Aircraft Maintenance Unit 


*» Special operations command 

♦** Defense-wide Total for maintenance k production FACILITIES 
Total MAINTENANCE & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Facility - 5« 
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unclassified 


Installation 
R«0 FACILITIES 
Amy 

AHKaDEfW PROVING GROUND 
DtXWAY PROVING CROWD 


'• Army 

♦ Amy Total tor RAO FACILITIES 


FI 2012 Military construction Total Obligation Authority »* Enacted 

Act iv*. National Guard, and Raaarva rorcaa 
By Typa or Facility 
(! Thcuaanda) 

SC Proiact Amount Appn Amount 


HO Auto Technology Evaluation F«c, Ph 3 15,500 15,500 

OT Life Sciences Te»t Facility Addition 32,000 32,000 


Data a* ot Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

AMount Amount 



Navy 

PATUXENT RIVER HD Aircraft Prototype Facility Phase 2 

>* Navy 

••• Navy Total for RfcD FACILITIES 
TriCate Management Activity 

ABERDKSN PROVING GROUND HD USAMRtOl Replacement, Inc * 

PORT OETAICK HD USAMRISO stage I, Inc 6 

♦» TriCare Management Activity 

Defense -Wide Total for HAD FACILITIES 


5.844 45,844 45,844 45,844 

5.844 45,844 45.844 *5.844 

5.844 45,844 45.(44 45,(44 


32,850 22.(50 22,850 

i it, *oo in.sao ijt.ooo 


*40. 450 K0.45C 160,450 


140,450 1(0.450 140,450 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 
Amy 

PORT DRUM, NBW YORK NY Ammunition Supply Point 

HCAL3STKR OK Ammunition Loading Pads 

** Army 

»*• Army Total for SUPPLY FACILITIES 



5.700 



Navy 

CWP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA ca Armory, lat Karine Division 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA CA Individual Equipment Iseue warehouse 

•* N«vy 

Navy Total for SUPPLY FACILITIES 


!mu 

29.017 

29.017 


12,(04 

14,411 


39.017 


29,017 



Defense Logistic* Agency 
POINT LOKA ANNEX 
SAN CLEMENTE 

joint Base Pearl Harbor- Hickan 
COLUMBUS APB 
ALTUS APB 

DBF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 
DBF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 
Joint Dane Charleston 
Joint Sane Lewie McChord 
WH10KHY ISLAND 


CA Replace Fuel Storage Facilities Incr * 

CA Replace Fuel Storage Tanks i. Pipeline 

HI upgrade Refueler Truck Parking Area 

MS Replace Refueler Parking Facility 

OX Replace Fuel Transfer Pipeline 

PA Replace General Purpose Warehouse 

pa Upgrade Access Central points 

sc Replace Fuel Storage a Distribution Paciliry 

MA Replace Fuel Distribution Facilitlee 

wa Replace Fuel Pipeline 


Defense Logistic* Agency 
'** Defense-wide Total for SUPPLY facilities 


Total SUPPLY FACILITIES 


8,200 

25.500 

17.500 
24.8(8 
14,000 


Facility - 55 
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Installation 

HOSPITAL AMD H8DICAL FACILITIES 
TriCare Management Activity 
8GLIN ATS 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 
GREAT LAKES 

FORT CAMPBELL, KEMVCKt 
Joint Base Andrews 
joint s»»« Andrews 
GULFPORT 

TORT DRUM, MOT YORK 
TORT DRUM, NSW YORX 
TORT SRA03 
TORT BLISS 

Joint 9 ii« Sen Antonio 
Joint Base Sun Antonio 
RHINE OWWAHC* BARRACKS 

*♦ TriCar* Management Activity 
♦** Defense -Wide Total for HOSPITAL 


UNCLASSIFIED 

2042 Military Construction Total Ofellgatlonal Authors 


Active, national Guard, and Raaarva Foroaa 
By Typa Of Facility 
($ Thousand#} 


S£ Projaot 


FL Medical Clinic 

GA Hospital Addi ticn/Alterat ion Phase 2 

1L Health Clinic Demolition 

KY Hospital Addition/ Alteration 

MD Asffiulatory Care Canter Inc 1 

hd Dental Clinic Replacement 

MS Medical Clinic Replacement 

HY Dental clinic Addition/Alteration 

NY Medical Clinic 

HC Hospital Alteration 

tx Hospital Replacement incr 3 

TX Ambulatory Care Center Phase 3 Incr 

TX Hoapital Nutrition Car* Department Add/Alt 

CY Medicel Center Replacement Incr l 


MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Total HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 


ADMIHSTRATIVB FACILITIES 
Aimy National Guard 
ANACOSTIA 

** Army National Guard 

Army Total for ADM INSTRATI VE FACILITIES 


DC US Property A Fiscal office Add/Alc 


5,300 

5,100 


>, 300 


•• NAvy 

**« Navy Total for adminstbatjvb facilities 

Air Force 

BARKSDALE AFB 
of purr afo 
KJRTLAND AFB 
HILL AFB 
FAIRCHILD APS 

•» Air Force 

1«* Air Force Total for adminstrativb f 

Detente Intelligence Agency 
BOLL I TO AFB 
CHARLOTTESVILLE 

*• Defense Intelligence Agency 


i Bnbsasy Security Group Facilities 


LA Mission Support Croup Complex 
HE STRATC0M Replacement Facility I 
HH AFMWC Sustainment Center 
UT F-22 System Support Facility 
HA Wing Headquarters 


5*2, €00 
€42. €00 


27, 01J 

22.073 

27.073 


23.500 


138.600 

138,(00 


191.600 

198.600 


t DTSA Europe Facility Upgrades 


* Defense information systems Agency 


Facility - 56 
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imuiinn 

Ft 2013 Military Construction Tot»! Obligations! Authority a* Enacted 

Active, National Ouatd, and Kssarva Force* 

By Typa Of facility 

(? Thousendei Data as of Neb 2012 


Installation 


Defense Logistics Agency 

Joint Base PesrI Harbor -Hickam HI Alter warehouse Space 

** Defense logistic# Agency 
Defense Security Service 

QUANTico VA css Headquarters Addition 

** Defense Security Service 
Missile Defense Agency 

SEDSTOHS ARSENAL AL Von Braun Complex Phase IV 

♦» Missile Defense Agency 

••• Defense-Hide Tot*3 for adminstratjvk facilities 


Auth Auth for Appn TQA 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 


9.200 9,200 

9.200 9,200 


9,200 9,200 

9,200 9,290 


42,727 42.727 42,727 42,727 

42,727 42.727 42,727 42.727 


sa.eoo se, too ss.soo ss.soo 
58,900 58,800 58.800 58,800 
137,552 137,552 137,552 137.352 


Total ACM INSTRAT 1 VR PACI LiTISS 


812.531 358,531 


TROOP HOUSING PACILITIBS 
Army 

PORT CARSON, COLORADO 

FORT CARSON. COLORADO 

FORT DENNING 

PORT CAMP SELL, KENTUCKY 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

FORT HBADK 

PORT SILL 


POST JACKSON 

FORT BLISS 

PORT HOOD, TEXAS 

joint Base Levis-McChord 

Joint Base Levls-KcChord 

Joint Base Lewls-McChord 

Joint Base Lewis • McChord 

BAGPAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 

grapenwoekh 

VILSBCK 

CAMP CARROLL 

CAMP HENRY 


CO Barracks 
CO Barracks 

GA Trainee Barracks complex, Ph 3 

KY Barracks 

KY Barracks Complex 

KD Brigade Complex 

OK Reception Station. Ph 1 

SC Trainee Barracks Complex. Ph 2 

TX Barracks Complex 

T* Operational Readiness Training Couple* 
ha Aviation unit Complex. Ph IA 
KA Battalion Complex 
HA Brigade Complex. Ph 2 

HA Operational Readiness Training Cplx, Ph 1 

AF Barracks, Ph S 

GY Barracks 

GY Barracks 

KR Barracks 

KR Barracks Complex 



Amy National Guard 
FORT CARSON. COLORADO 
CAMP ATT8RBURY 
CAMP AITKRBURY 
CAMP SHELBY 
CAMP SHELBY 


CO Barracks Complex tORTCl 

IM Operations Readiness Training Oplx 2 iftka.Di 
IN Operations Readiness Training Complex 1 (Barr 
MS Operational Readiness Training Onplx Phi COks 
MS Troop Housing (ORTC) Phi 


•• Army National Guard 

Al-my Total for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 


Navy 

CAMP USJKUWK, NORTH CAROLINA 

NORFOLK 

QtlANTICO 

QUANTICO 

QUANT I CO 

SH ASIA 


NC Bachelor Enlisted Quarters • Wallace Creek 

VA Bachelor Quarters. Homepott Ashore 

va Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

va Enlisted Dining Facility 

va The Basic School Student Ousrters - Phase S 

81 Bachelor Enlisted Quarter# 


Facility - 57 
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2 Military Con a trust ion Total Obligation*! Author 1 

Activ*, national Guard, and Resarva Fnou 
By Typa Of Facility 
(5 Thousands) 


• Navy Total Hoe TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 


Air Force 
BIBLSON APB 
BUtSKDOW AFB 
TRAVIS AP8 
CANNON AFB 
MINOT APB 

Joint Baaa San Antonio 
Joint Bate San Antonio 
Joint Base Langley Buatit 
RAN STEIN AS 
TWU AB 
OSAN AB 


AX Dormitory C 168 RHi 

AK Brigade Combat Team (Light! Complex. (480 BO 
ca Dormitory tiaa rm) 

NM Dormitory (96 RNI 
XU Dormitory (Its KM) 

TX Adv tndiv Training (AIT) BarxacXa (100 KM) 

TX 8KT Recruit Dormitory 4. Phase IV 
va AIT ftarrachs Complex, vh 2 
GY Dormitory (1*2 RM) 

GL Dormitory (12 PK> 
kr poraitory ( 1 st km) 


•** Air Force Total for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 
Total TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 



COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

Joint Base Elaendorf -Richardson 

FORT SHATTER 

PORT RILEY. KANSAS 

FORT RILEY. KANSAS 

FORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

FORT POLK, LOUISIANA 

FORT DRUM, HEW YORK 

FORT SILL 

FORT SILL 

GRAFKNMCEXR 


"» Army 

Army Total for COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Navy 

BRIDGEPORT 
CORONADO 

TWBNTYNINS PALMS, CALIFORNIA 
TNSNTYNINB PALMS, CALIFORNIA 

•* Navy 

Navy Total for COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Air Force 

VANOKNBKRC APB ca Education Center 

HOLLOMAN APB NM Child Development Center 

•♦Air Force 

**' Ait Foice Totel for COMMUNITY FACILITIES 


CA Multi -Purpote Building - Addition 
CA Fitness Center North Island 
CA Child Development Center 
CA Multi -Use Operations! Fitness Area 


ak Physical Fitness Facility 
HI Child Development Center 
XS Chapel 

KS Physical Fitness Facility 
XY Physical Fitness Facility 
LA Fire Station 
NY Chapel 
OK chapel 

OK Physical Fitness Fscility 
OY Chapel 




16,138 16.138 16,138 
46,761 46.763 46,763 
23,743 23.743 23,743 
18.819 18.819 18.819 


105.463 105.463 105.443 


105,463 105,463 105,463 


16,138 

46.763 

23,743 

18.619 



Facility - 58 
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unclassified 

I 2013 Military Construction Total Obl»g»tio«»l Authority a 

Active, National Guard, and Rasarve Force* 

By Typ« of Faoiiity 
(3 Thousand*) 


l of Feb 2012 


*• Defense logistics Agency 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 
FORT BENNINC 
FORT XNOX 
HANSCCW AFB 
FORT BRAOG 
NEW RIVES 
DAHLGREN 
AN38ACH 
BAUMHOLDER 
0RAMtt»0»m 
SPAW30AHLKH AB 
SPANCDAHL8X Ml 
VICENZA 
YOKOTA AH 
YOKOTA AS 

ROYAL MR FORCE ALCCHBURY 


\ Replace Public Safety Center 


CA Replace McBride Elementary School 
Kl Replace Hi ngeolver- Pierce Elementary Schools 
HA Replace Hanscom Kiddle School 
NC Replace District superintendent's Office 
NC Replace Dslalio Elementary School 
VA Dehlgren 8/KS School Addition 
CY An* bach Middle/High School Addition 
cv Replace Mattel- Smith Elementary schools 
<m Net za berg NS School Addition 
GY Replace Bttburg Elementary School 
GY Replace Bltburg Kiddle a High School 
IT Replace vt cent* High School 
JA Replace Temp Claasrm/Josn K. Mendel R5 
JA Replace YoRoca High School 


UK Replace Aleonbury High School 


* Department of Defense Depemierit Education 

HD Child Development Center Addle lon/Alterat ion 

»♦ TrlCare Management Activity 
*•* Defense-wide Total for COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Total CCSWUNZTY FACILITIES 


13.500 

15. 500 


UTILITY FACILITIES 
Army 

TORT CARSON, COLORADO 
FORT RUSS 

joint ease Lewis -HcChord 

Joint Base Lewis -HcChord 
BAG RAM AIR RASE, AFGHANISTAN 

** Army 


•• Army National Guard 
••• Army Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 
Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON. CALIFORNIA 

CAMP PENDLETON. CALIFORNIA 

BARKING SANDS 

GREAT LAKES 

INDIAN MEAD 

NORFOLK 

QUANTICO 

KITSAP 

DIEGO GARCIA 
*» Navy 

... Navy Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 


CO Control Tower 
tx infrastructure 
MA Aviation Complex. Ph IB 
ka infrastructure, Ph J 
AF Construct Drainage System, Ph 1 


CA utilities Replac 


CA New Potable Watsi Conveyance 
CA North Area Waste Water Conveyance 
HI North Loop Electrical Replacement 
1L Decentralize Steam System 
MD Decentralize Steam System 
VA Oecenc retire Steam System 
va Waste Water Treatment Plant • UPSHUR 
Wa waterfront Restricted Area vehicle oar 
DO Potable Water Plant Modernization 


Facility - 59 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 20X2 Military Corutruation Total Obligational Authority >1 Enacted 

Active. Hat tonal Guard, and Raaarva Force# 

By Typo Of Facility 
(t Thousand*) 

Auth Auth for 

Inatallatlon SC Proiact Mount Appn Amount 

Air Fore* 

CANNON AFB !» ADAL Wastewater Treatment Plant 7,598 1,508 


** Air Force 1,598 7,598 


Air Force Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 7,530 7.598 

Defence Intelligence Agency 

BOLLING Are DC Cooling Tower Expansion 3,070 3,070 

BOLLIW APB OC Electrical Upgrades 1,080 1.080 


»• Defense Intelligence Money 1,150 3,150 

National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 

ARNOLD NO Data Ctr West *i Fewer a Cooling Upgrade 9,353 9,253 


•* National Geospatial intelligence Agency 9.253 3. 253 

National Security Agency 

MSNWITH HILL STATION UK HHS PSC Construction Generator Plant 66.601 68.601 


National Security Agency 
*»* Defense-wide Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 
Total UTILITY FACILITIES 


68.601 68.601 

81.004 01,004 

119,495 739,495 


REAL ESTATE 
Army 

tort burning 
FORT BRAGG 


Army National Guard 
CAMP ATT JKRB URY 
CAMP ATTKRBURY 
CAMP SNSLSr 

•• Arwy National Guard 
»** Amy total tor real estate 


ga Rail Loading Facility 
NC Access Roads, Ph i 
OK Rail Deployment Facility 
OK Railroad Traefca 

VA Road and Infrastucture Improvements 


6.100 

35.900 


IN Deployment proceaalng Facility B. 900 8.900 
IN Railhead Expansion fc Container Facility 21,000 31,000 
NS Deployment Processing Facility 13.600 12,600 


Wavy 

TViSNTYNINB PAINS, CALIFORNIA CA Land Expansion 

** Navy 

Navy Total for real estate 
D efense Logistics Agency 

COLUMBUS OK Security Enhancements 

*• Defense Logistics Agency 



10.000 10,000 
10.000 10,000 


1.598 

7.598 


9,251 9,251 

9,353 9.353 

68.601 68,601 


68,601 68.601 



742.495 742,495 


13,600 13,600 

18.000 18,000 

3.490 1,400 

6,300 6.103 

23.000 25,000 

66,100 66.100 

8.900 8,900 

21.000 21,000 

13,600 12,600 

43.500 42,500 

108,800 108,800 

8. 665 8,665 

8.665 8,665 

8.665 8.665 

10.000 10,000 

10, DOG 10.000 


Facility - 60 
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wcutMxrxse 


FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority u Inactad 


Act iv. National ffuard, and ftasarva Toroas 

by Type of raaility 
(S Thousands) 


Installation *£ Pro 3 act 

Washington Headquarters Service# 

P8OTAGQN VA Pentagon Memorial Pedestrian Plan 

** Washington Headquarter* Service* 

*«* Defense-Wide Total for real RSTATS 
Total Raw, ESTATE 


SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 
Army 

PORT BKHHING ga Land Acquisition 

TORT BOWING GA Land Acquisition 

PORT POLK, LOUISIANA LA Land Acquisition 

*« Army 


*** Amy Total for supporting activities 


Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 
KATPORT 

CAMP UtJEUNE. NORTH CAROLINA 
OUANTTCO 

»• Navy 

navy Total for SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 
Defense Logistics Agency 

kikuxm Are AX Upgrade Rail Line 


CA Intersection Bridge and improvements 
FL Massey Avenue corridor Improvements 
NC Baae Entry Point and Road 
VA Realign Purvis Rd/Russell Rd Intersection 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


12.285 

104,156 



57,100 57.100 


57.100 57.100 


13,475 12.47$ 

14,998 14,998 

81,008 Si. 006 

6.442 6,442 



114,924 114,924 




* * Defense Logistics Agency 

Defense Security Service 
OUAWTTCO 

Defense Security service 


14,800 14.800 

VA Defense Access Road Improvemants -Telegraph Rd 4,000 4.090 

4.000 4. COO 


*** Defense-Wide rats! for SUPPORTING ACTIVITIBS 


18,800 18.800 


Total SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 


190.824 190.824 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 

2,285 2,285 

2,285 2.205 

12,285 12.285 

129,750 129,750 

5,100 5,100 

25.000 25,000 

27.000 27,000 


57.100 57.100 

12. 476 12.478 

81.004 31,008 

(.442 6,442 

114,934 114,924 

114,924 114,924 

14,800 .14,800 

14.800 14.800 

4,000 4.000 

4,000 4,000 

18.800 18,800 

190.824 1*0.824 


WATER POLLUTION ARAITOKtrr 
Army 

PORT BLISS TX water well, potable 

*• Army 

*** Army Total for water pollution aAatkmbwt 
T otal WATER POLLUTION A8ATH4BNT 


2.400 


2.400 


2,400 

2,400 



2.403 


2,400 



Facility - <1 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


F» 3012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 


Aetlva , National Coord, ond Raaarvo Forca* 
By Typa Of Facility 
(5 Thousands) 


Installation SC Pro! act 

KNERGI CONSERVATION 

Defense-wide 

UNKPBClFiro WQRUJWXDK LOCATIONS ZU Energy Conservation Investment Program 

•* Defense -Wide 

»** Defense -wide Total for energy conservation 
Total KNKRCY CONSERVATION 


US. 000 


135,000 


135,000 



135,000 

135,000 


unspecified minor construction 
A rmy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLONIOSf LOCATIONS ZU Minor Construction 

Array National Guard 

UNSPECIFIED worldwide LOCATIONS 217 unspecified Minor construction 

•• Army National Guard 
Army Rea«rve 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minor construction 

»* Army Reserve 

*«* Army Total for unspecified minor construction 
Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minor Construction 

•* Navy 
Navy Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU MCNR Unspecified Minor Construction 

*• Navy Reserve 

Navy Total for UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 
AJ* Force 

UNSPECIFIED worldwide LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minor Construction 

** Air Force 
Air National {ward 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

*» Air National Guard 
Air Force Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS zu Unspecified Minor Construction 

Air Force Reserve 

*** Air Force Totel for UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


9,000 

5,434 


5,434 

34.434 


Facility - 62 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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uHCxAssirrtD 

f 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Author! 


Enacted 




Installation 

DetenaO'Xid* 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
*• Defenae-wide 

Defense Logistics Agency 
VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

*• Defense Logistics Agency 
Special Operations Conraand 

unsncmn worldwide locations 

** special operations Command 

The Joint Staff 

UNSPECIFIED WORLOWIOS LOCATIONS 

** The Joint Staff 

TnCare Management Activity 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

»* Tricar* Management Activity 
••• Defense-Hide Total for UNSPECIFIED 
Total UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


SC Prelect 

ZU Unspecified Minor construction 

ZO Unspecified Minor Construction 

ZU unspecified Minor Construction 

zu Exercise Related Minor Construction 

ZU Minor Construction 

R CONSTRUCTION 


Apjrn Amount 


5.000 3,000 3,000 

3.000 3.000 3,000 


6,571 6.ST1 6,571 

6,571 6, $71 6, $71 

8,876 8,876 0.676 

8,876 8,876 0.876 

8.417 8,41? 9,417 

8.417 8,417 8.417 


6,100 6,100 6,100 

6.100 6.100 6.100 

32.064 32,964 32,964 

135,610 135, $18 125,518 


PLANNING 6 DESIGN 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Most Nation Support 

UNSPECIFIED W0RIJ5W1D8 LOCATIONS ZU Planning 6 Design 

♦* Army 

Army National Guard 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

’• Army National Guard 
Artsy Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•* Army Reserve 

•** Army Total for PLANNING 6 DESIGN 
Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU MOON Design Funds 

** Navy 
Navy Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED wmowiD* LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

*• Navy Reserve 

••• Navy Total for PLANNING 6 DESIGN 


35.500 35,500 35.500 

184,741 229.741 339,741 

210.341 3SS.341 365,341 

30.671 30,671 30,671 

20.671 20,671 20.671 

28.924 28,924 28,924 

28.934 38.934 28,924 

3S9.836 304.016 104,836 

69.163 84.363 84.363 

69.362 84.363 04.362 

2.591 2,591 3,591 

2.591 3,591 2,591 

71.953 86.953 #6,951 


Faculty * 63 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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uhclassiitiq 


n 301J Military Construction Total Obligations! 

Active, National Guard, and Ra»»rv» 
By Typa Of Facility 
(J TWouaanda) 


Air Fores 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATION! 
*• Air Force 

Air National Guard 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

»♦ Air National Guard 


2U PLANNING A DESIGN 


ZU Planning and Design 


Air ForCB Reserve 

UNSPBCIP2KD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning A Design 

»* Air Force Reserve 

**♦ Air porce Total for planning & dbsich 
D efense -wide 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning And Design 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design General Reduction 

" Defense-wide 

Defense Pinance and Accounting Service 

UNSPECIFIED wORUmiOB LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Oesign 

•* Defense Finance end Accounting Service 
Defense intelligence Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

*• Defense intelligence Agency 

Defense Information Systems Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

*• Defense Information System* Agency 
Defense Logistic* Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU PLANNING AND DESIGN 

•• Defense Logistics Agency 

Department of Defense Dependent Bluest lc*i 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning And Design 

Department of Defence Dependent Education 
Missile Defense Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning And Design 

»• Missile Defense Agency 
National Security Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE UJCATICNS ZU Planning and Design 

national security Agency 


Authority as Enacted 


Data »a of Feb 2 
*ppn 


Facility - fi« 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

n 2012 Military Conatruotion Total Obligaticnal Authority a 

Active:, National Guard, and Raaarva Feroaa 
By Typa Of Facility 
t$ Thouaanda) 


Data aa of Feb i 


• special Cpeiationa Command 


*C Projaoe 

20 Planning And Design 


Appn Amount 

31,460 


t, 469 31.466 


/ Planning And Design 


Washington Headguartera Services 
•** Delense-wldt Total lor PLANNING & 
Total PLANNING a DS5ICN 


20 Planning and Design 


5.27? 
199, 602 


BASK REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 
Army 

WUMOTIO WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPKCIFIBD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED W0RLDWI0E LOCATIONS 
UNSPBCIFISO WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPKCIPIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED HORIDWIOK LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

** Army 
Army 

HASH REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE, APMV 


>: KANSAS ARMY AWUNIT10N PLANT. K 
ll MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT. MS 
!: RIVER SANE ARMY AMMO PLANT, CA 
DESERET CHEMICAL DEPOT. UT 
>■ NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT. IN 
>: UMATILLA CHEMICAL DEPOT, OR 
1 1 LONE STAR ARMY AMMO PLANT, TX 
WALTER REED Nmc. BKTHKSDA, HD 

I MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 
li FORT MONROE, VA 

I I PORT GILLEN, GA 

1: USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL -SE 
»■ USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL • NW 
Pi USAR COMMAND AND CONTROL - WE 
USAS COMMAND AND CONTROL - 5W 
FORT MCPHERSON, GA 
FORT MONMOUTH. HJ 
RC TRANSFORMATION IN NY 
RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 
U.S. ARMY GARRISON (SELFRIOGS) 


217 Base Realignment 6 Cloaur 


■ Amy Total for BASS REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 


Navy 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPBCIPIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

UNSPECIFIED 

♦« Navy 


WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORLDWIDE 

WORIOWIPE 


LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 

LOCATIONS 


IOC , PLANING, DESIGN AND MANAGEMENT 

101: VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

126 i NSCS. ATHENS. GA 

134: MAS BRUNSWICK. ME 

157 MCSA KANSAS CITY. MO 

1S6. NSA NEW ORLEANS, LA 

172- NWS SEAL BEACH. CONCORD. CA 

2 ■ NS PASCAGOULA, MS 

44 JHS WILLOW GROVE t> CAMBRIA REG Af 


Facility • 65 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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OHCLASairiED 


FY 2012 Military Construction Total Obi 19* Liana 1 Authority aa Enacted 


Act»v», National Guard, and Reearv* Force* 
By Typa of Facility 
(5 Thousands) 



BASS REALIGNMENT & CLOSURE, NAVY ZU Base Real ignment a Closure 

** Navy 

navy total for bass realignment a closure account 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 



129,351 

129,351 

155,180 


Air Pores 

UNSPECIP1ED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UHSP*CIK*D WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSP8CIPTBO WJRUMIDE LOCATIONS 


ZU COMM ADO 3: GALENA POL, AX 
ZU USD- 57. BROCKS CITY BA SB. TX 
ZU PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 


933 933 
205 205 
62® 828 


Air Pores 


1,966 1,960 


Air Force 

BASS REALIGN* ENT a CLOSURE, AIR TORCH ZU Bata Realignment 6 Closure 
»* Ait Force 

"• Air Force Total for BASE REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU INT-4! MCA ACTIVITIES 

•• National Geospatial Intelligence Agency 
*** Defense -wide Total for BASE realignment (, CLOSURE account 
T otal BASE REALIGNMENT L CLOSURE ACCOUNT 


133.476 123,476 

123.476 123,476 

125,442 125.442 



Data as of 


2012 


129,351 


129. 351 



129,151 



155,180 


123,496 123,416 
123,476 123.476 
125,442 125,442 


1.791 

582.319 


1.791 

562,119 


NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 
Defense -Wide 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM ZU Nato Security Investment Program 

•* Defense-Wide 

»♦* Def cnoe-wide Total tor NATO security investment program 
T otal NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 




247,611 


247,611 


OTHER 

Defense-Wide 

BRUSSELS BE NATO Headquarters Pacillty 

UNSPBCIPIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Contingency Construction 

»* defense -Wide 

*** Defense-wide Total for other 
T otal OTHER 


10.000 

10, coo 


Facility - 66 


UNCIAS8IPIEO 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


Ff 2012 Family Houalng Total Obligetlonei Authority as Enacted 

By typo Of Foci 11 ty 
t* Thouaar«J») 


Data 




Installation 
FAMILY HOUSING, Army 
GRAFSNWOEHS 
ILLBSKBIK 
VJLSECK 

UNSPECIFIED UO&UMIPK LOCATIONS 


SC Project 


Auth Auth foe Appn TQA 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 


CY Family Housing Hew construction <26 units) 

GY Family Housing Replacement Construe < a 0 units! 

GY Family Housing New Construction <22 units) 

2U Construction Improvement* 1274 units) 

ZU Family Housing PLD 

ZU Utilities Account 

ZU Furnishings Account 

ZU Management Account 

ZU Niece tlaneous Account 

zu services Account 

ZU teasing 

ZU Maintenance or Real Property 
ZU Privatisation Support Costs 


FAMILY HOUSING. Navy 


ZU Improvements 
ZU Design 

ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishings Account 
zu management Account 
ZU Miscellaneous Account 
zu services Account 

ZU Leasing 

zu Maintenance ct Real Property 
ZU Privatization Support Costs 


Total Navy 


FAMILY HOUSING. Air Force 


ZU Classified improvements 
ZU Construction Improvement# 
ZU Planning and Design 
ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishings Account 
zu Management account 
ZU Management Account 
ZU Miscellaneous Account 
ZU Services Account 
ZU Leasing 
ZU Leasing Account 
ZU Maintenance (kpma a RPMC1 
ZU Maintenance Account 
ZU Housing Privatisation 


Total Au Force 


FAMILY HOUSING. Homeowners Assistance 

ZU Horawwer* Assistance Program 27,020 27.000 27.000 

Total Homeowners Aaslatance 27,Oeo 27,000 27,030 

FAMILY HOUSING. Family Housing Improvement Fund 

ZU Family Housing Improvement Fund 2.18* 2,18* 2,18* 

Total Family Housing Improvement Fund 2,18* 2,18* 2,18* 


Facility - 67 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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iwciAss into 

Ft 3012 ?i»Uy Housing Total cbllgationsi Authority 

By TyjH* of racllity 

(0 Thou* arid a) 


Installation SC Project 

FAMILY HOUSING, oefenee intelligence Agency 

TO Purni *!iing* Account 

Total Defense intelligence Agency 


FAMILY HOUSING. Defense Logistic* Agency 

XU Utilities Account 
zu Furnishing* Account 
ZU K«n«ge«* nt Account 
ZU Service* Account 
TO Maintenance Of Real property 


Total Defense logistics Agency 


FAMILY HOUSING, National Security Agency 


ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishing* Account 

TO Maintenance Of Real Property 


Total National Security Agency 
Total Defenae-wiOs 



Amount Appn Amount 


2,699 

36,552 


19,251 


Data o« at 

Appn 



39,251 


36,552 

39,251 




10 


10. 100 

30 

10,350 


Facility - 6» 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 

Ft 2013 Military eonatruction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Total Construction Program 
By Typ* Of Facility 



($ Thouaanda) 


Data as ol 

Feb 2012 

Suamarv toy Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

AUth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

1,723,057 

2,417,337 

2,417,337 

2,417, 337 

TRAINING PACILXTI8S 

1. 116,106 

1,116, 106 

1,116,106 

1.116,106 

MAiirrvNmcs & production facilities 

672.683 

823,483 

823,483 

823,483 

R&0 FACILITIES 

121.292 

140,292 

140,292 

140,292 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

86, 137 

86.137 

86,137 

86,137 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

469,923 

865,023 

$65,023 

865.023 

ADMINSTRATtVK FACILITIES 

80.488 

241,488 

241,488 

241.486 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

1.074.371 

1,074,371 

1,074,371 

1,074,371 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

682,932 

682.932 

682.932 

6B2.932 

UTILITY FACILITIBS 

348.170 

348, 170 

348, 170 

348,170 

REAL 8STATH 

62,693 

62.695 

€2. 695 

62,695 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

76,739 

76.739 

76,739 

76,739 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

ISO, 000 

150,000 

150,000 

150.000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


132.372 

132,372 

132,372 

PLANNING t DESIGN 


587.559 

587,559 

587 , SS9 

BASE REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

476.093 

476,093 

476,093 

476,093 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

254,161 

254,163 

254,163 

254,163 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


1.458,348 

1,458, 348 

1,458.348 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


177,226 

177,226 

177.226 

FAMILY HOUSING ffcfi 


13,421 

13,421 

13,421 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 


1.786 

1.786 

1,786 

OTHER 

26,969 

36,969 

16,969 

36,969 

Total *»* 

7,401.618 

11,222,710 

11,222, 710 

11,222,710 


Facility * 69 


UNCLA3S in ED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Ft 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 

Army 

By Typ* Of Facility 



{3 Thousands} 


Data as 

Of Feb 2012 

summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOM 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

396.200 

396,200 

396,200 

396,200 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

753,870 

753,670 

753,870 

753.870 

MAINTENANCE & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

454.900 

605.900 

605,900 

605,900 

HAD FACILITIES 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

57,200 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

12,200 

12,200 

12.200 

12,200 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

736,900 

736. 900 

736.900 

736,900 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

84,000 

84,000 

84,000 

84,000 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

149,200 

149.200 

149, 200 

149,200 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

5.800 

5,900 

5,800 

5.800 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


50,852 

50,952 

50,952 

PLANNING 6 , DESIGN 


141,746 

141.746 

141,746 

RASE REALIGNMENT A CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

186, 112 

186,112 

186. 112 

106.112 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


530,051 

530,051 

530, OSl 

FAMILY HOUSING P&D 


4,641 

4,641 

4,641 

**• Total 

2. 836. 382 

3.714,772 

3,714,772 

3.714,772 


Facility - 70 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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IMClAttmSD 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total QbUeational Authority 
Navy 

By Typ* Of Facility 



($ Thou a an dal 


Data as 

Of F«b 2012 

Summary bv Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

274 . 133 

580,078 

580.078 

580,078 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

213,21? 

213.217 

213,217 

213.217 

maintenance s. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

110,392 

110,392 

110,392 

110,392 

RfcO FACILITIES 

64,092 

64.092 

64 . 092 

64,092 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

28, 15? 

26, 157 

28,157 

28, 157 

AOMINSTRATIVB FACILITIES 

61,360 

61,360 

61,363 

61,360 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

2?7, 346 

277,346 

277, 346 

277,346 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

51,994 

51,994 

51,994 

51. 994 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

120,770 

120,770 

120.770 

120.770 

REAL ESTATE 

51,900 

51,900 

51.900 

51,900 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

70. 939 

70,939 

70,939 

'’o.sas 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


16,535 

16,535 

16,535 

PLANNING S. DESIGN 


104,73? 

104,737 

104,737 

BASE REALIGNMENT h CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

165,161 

165,161 

165.161 

165,161 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


3^8,230 

378,230 

378,230 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


97,655 

97,655 

9?. 655 

FAMILY HOGS I NG PAD 


4.527 

4,527 

4,527 

•** Total *•* 

1,409,461 

2,397,090 

2.397,090 

2.J97.09C 


Facility * 71 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Suagaary by Facility 
OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

MAINTENANCE 6 PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

ADMINSTRATTVB FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

PLANNING 4 DESIGN 

BASK REALIGNMENT 4 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 124,820 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 

FAMILY HOUSING P&D 

*** Total *** 353,771 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

13,750 

13,750 

13,750 

47,16* 

47,164 

47. 164 

103,632 

103.632 

103.632 

2.280 

2,280 

2.280 

161,000 

161,000 

161,000 

60.125 

60. 125 

60,125 

2.000 

2,000 

2,000 

26,100 

26, ICO 

26,100 

25, 514 

25.514 

25,514 

124,620 

124,820 

124,820 

437.829 

497,829 

497,829 

79,571 

79,571 

79,571 

4,253 

4,253 

4.253 

1.148.038 

1,148,038 

3. 148,038 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military ConatrucfctoO Total Gbli.gatior.al Authority 
Air Fore* 

By Typa Of Facility 
{$ Thouaanda) 

Auth 
Amount 
13,750 

47. 164 

103.633 

2,280 

60.125 
2,000 


Facility - 72 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

rt 2013 Military Conatruction Total Obligational Authority 

Dafanaa Kid* 

By Typ* Of Facility 



(9 Thousands) 


Data m 

of Fefc 2012 

Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth foe 

Afpr, Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

1.038.974 

1,427,309 

1,427.309 

1,427,309 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

101,855 

101,855 

101.855 

101,555 

MAINTENANCE 4. PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

J,SS9 

3,559 

3,559 

3,559 

«*D FACILITIES 


19, 000 

19,000 

19,000 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

43,500 

43,500 

43,500 

43,500 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

449,923 

865,023 

865,023 

865,023 

ADMINSTRATIVE FACILITIES 

19, 128 

19. US 

19, 128 

19 , iae 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

546. 938 

546, 938 

546,938 

546,938 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

76,200 

76,200 

76,200 

76,200 

REAL ESTATE 

*0,795 

10, 795 

10.795 

10,795 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

150,000 

150,000 

150.000 

150,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


38,785 

34, 785 

38,785 

PLANNING «• DESIGN 


315,562 

315,562 

315,562 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

254,163 

254.163 

254,163 

254, 163 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


52.238 

52.236 

52,238 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT FUND 


1,786 

1.786 

1, 786 

OTHER 

26.969 

36.969 

34,969 

36.969 

•** Total 

2.722,004 

3,962.810 

3,962,810 

3, 962,810 


Facility - n 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


rt 2013 Military 

Conatrvefciort Total 

Obligation#! 

Authority 



Activa Foreaa 

8y Tyj* of Facility 
(S Thousand*} 

Data as of 

Feb 2032 

Summary bY Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Aftpn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

666,327 

972,272 

972,272 

972,272 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

447,004 

447,004 

447,004 

447.004 

MAINTENANCE & PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

425,094 

576,094 

576,094 

576,094 

RiD FACILITIES 

121,292 

121,292 

121,292 

121,292 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

30,457 

30,437 

30.437 

30,437 

ADM IN STRATI VS FACILITIES 

61.360 

222.360 

222,360 

223,360 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

978.284 

979, 2B4 

978,284 

978,284 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

135,994 

135,994 

135,994 

135,994 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

271.970 

271,970 

271,970 

271,970 

REAL ESTATE 

51,900 

51,900 

51,900 

51,900 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

76,739 

76,739 

76,739 

76,739 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


59.736 

59,735 

59,735 

PLANNING tk DESIGN 


220.427 

220,427 

220.427 

BASE REALIGNMENT h CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

126,697 

126.697 

126,697 

126.69? 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


1,406. UO 

1.406,110 

1,406,110 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


177,226 

177,226 

177,226 

FAMILY HOUSING P&D 


13,421 

13,421 

13.421 

**• Total •** 

3,393.098 

5,887,962 

5, 887, 962 

5,887,362 


Facility * 74 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 

National guard and Raaarva Fores* 

By Typ* Of Facility 



(9 Thouaanda) 


Data as 

Of Feb 2012 

Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

17,756 

17,756 

17,756 

17,756 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

567,247 

567,247 

567,247 

567,247 

MAINTENANCE b PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

243,630 

243,830 

243.830 

243,830 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

12,200 

12,200 

12,200 

12.200 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

96,087 

96, 087 

96,087 

96,087 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


33,852 

33,852 

33,852 

PLANNING (. DESIGN 


51,570 

51.570 

51.570 

►+* Total •** 

937. 120 

1,022,542 

1,022,542 

1.022,542 


Facility - 75 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obliflatlonal Authority 

Military Construction 
By Typa Of Facility 



(9 Thou* and*) 


Data *8 of 

Feb 2012 

SUflacarv bY Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Mount 

Appn 

Mount 

TQA 

Mount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

1,723,05? 

2.417.J37 

2,417,337 

2,417,337 

TRAINING FACILITIES 

1,116,106 

1,116.106 

1.116. 106 

1, 116,106 

MAINTENANCE * FBOOUCTION FACILITIES 

672,483 

823,483 

823.483 

823,463 

R&D FACILITIES 

121,332 

140,292 

140,292 

140,292 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

86, U? 

86, 13? 

86.137 

86.137 

HOSPITAL *ND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

449,923 

865,033 

865,023 

865,023 

AOMINST8ATIVE FACILITIES 

80,488 

241.488 

241,488 

241,468 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

1,074,371 

1.074,371 

1,074.371 

1,074,371 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

682.932 

682,932 

682,932 

682.932 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

348,170 

348. 170 

348, 170 

348. 170 

REAL ESTATE 

€2.695 

62.695 

62,695 

62.695 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

76,739 

76,739 

76,739 

76,739 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

153.000 

150.000 

150.000 

150,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


132.372 

132.372 

132,372 

PLANNING fr DESIGN 


S87,S59 

587,559 

587,559 

BASS REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

476.091 

476,093 

476,093 

476.093 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 

254.163 

254,163 

254,163 

254,163 

OTHER 

26.969 

36,369 

36,969 

36. 969 

*•* Total 

7,401.618 

9.571,329 

9,571,929 

9,571,929 


FACtliey - 76 


UNCLASSIFIEO 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

FY 2013 Military Construction Total Obligatlorval Authority 

Raaligruasnt and Closing 
Sy Typ* Ot Facility 



($ Thousand*) 


Data as 

of Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth For 

A^n 

TCA 

Summary by Facility 

Amount 

Aj»pn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

BASE REALIGNMENT « CLOSURE ACCOUNT 

479,093 

476,093 

479,093 

479,093 

*»* Total **« 

479,093 

479,093 

476,093 

476, 093 


Facility * 7? 


UNCLASSIFIED 


458 


UKCXASSiriEO 

n 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation* l Authority 

Family Homing 
By Typa Of Facility 



($ ThouasLTvda} 


Data as 

of Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth *oe 


TOA 

Summary by Facility 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATIONS 


1,458,348 

1,458. 348 

1,458,348 

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION 


177.226 

177,226 

177.226 

FAMILY HOUSING PSD 


13,421 

13,421 

13,421 

FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENT PUND 


1.786 

1,786 

1,786 

**« total »♦» 


1,650,781 

1.650,781 

1,650, 781 


Facility - ?8 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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unclassified 


Inatallatton 
OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 
Array 

TORT MCNAIR 
TORT STgXWtT, GEORGIA 
TORT CAMPBELL. KENTUCKY 
TORT UKWXRP WOOD 
FORT BRACG 
FORT BBLVOIR 

Joint B4HB Lev La -Mcchord 

OKI KAMA 

CAMP HUMPHREYS 


rr 2013 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority *• Requested 


Activ*, National Guard, and Reserve Forces 
By Typa Of Facility 
(8 Thousands) 


SC Frolaot 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


DC vehicle Storage Building, Installation 
GA Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 
KY unclaimed Aerial Vehicle Complex 
HO Battalion coupler Facilities 
NC Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 
VA Secure Admin/Operation# Facility 
MA Battalion Complex 
JA Satellite Ccxmnuni cat ions Facility 
KR Battalion Headquarters Complex 



Data aa of Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amoun 


?,200 7,200 

24.000 24,000 

21.000 23,000 

26.000 26,000 

26,000 26,000 

94,000 94.000 



*♦» Array Total tor OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


Navy 

CARP PENDLETON , CALIFORNIA 

SAN DJRC0 

BEAUFORT 

BEAUFORT 

KITSAP 

SCUBA BAY 

joint Region Hananae 
IWXKUNI 

Deveselu, Romania 
ROTA 

CAMP LBMOtUBR, DJIBOUTI 


AZ Combat Aircraft Loading Apron 
C* Comm. infOimatioo Systems Ops Complex 
CA Entry Control Point {Gate Five) 

SC Airfield Security upgrades 
SC Simulated UTO Flight Deck 
HA Explosives Handling Wharf 12 (INC) 

OR Aircraft Parking Apron Expansion 
OU North Ramp Parking (Andersen A FBI ■ INC 2 
JA Vertical Take-Off aixl Landing Fad North 
RO AEGIS Ashore Missile Defense Complex 
SP High Explosive Magazine 
0J Joint KO/Joint operations Canter Facility 


15.98S 15,985 

78,e97 78.897 

11,752 11,752 

11,675 11.675 

12,887 12,887 

280,041 
30,493 20.49) 

25,904 

7,416 7,41* 

45,205 45.205 

11.837 13.837 

42,730 42,730 


78,697 78,897 

11,752 11,752 

13,675 13.675 

12.887 12,807 

280,04) 280.041 

20,493 20,493 



568.822 5(8.822 568.822 


Navy Reserve 
PORT WORTH 


TX Commercial vehicle inspection site 


• Havy Reserve 

» Havy Total for operational facilities 


11,256 

580,078 


Air Force 

FORT STEWART, CBOSOIA GA An Support Operations Center (ASOC) 

Air Force 
Air National Guard 

Joint Base Pearl Xarbor-Wickam HI TFI - F-22 Combat Apron Addition 

** Air National Guard 

Air Force Total for OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


7,250 7.250 7,250 

7,250 7.250 7,250 


6.S90 

6.500 

11,750 


6.500 

6.500 
13,759 


6.500 


6,500 



Defense Information System* Agency 

SCOTT AFB It DISA Facility Upgrades 84.111 84,111 84.111 84,111 


•* Defense information Systems Agency 

Defense Logistics Agency 
YUMA 

DSP FUEL SUPPORT POINT - SAN DIEGO 

DOVER AFB 

GRISSOM ARB 

Barksdale afb 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON APB 

0BP DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBERLAND 

ANDERSEN APB 

GUANTANAMO BAY 


AZ Truck unload Facility 

CA Replace Fuel Pier 

D« Replace Truck Off -Load Facility 

IN Replace Hydrant Fuel System 

LA Upgrade pump honor 

MC Replace Pipeline 

PA Replace Conmuni cat ions Building 

GU upgrade Fuel Pipeline 

GB Replace Fuel Pier 


84,111 84, 111 84.111 84. Ill 


1.300 1,300 

91,563 91,96.1 

2.000 2,000 

26. SCO 26,800 

11,700 11,700 

1,850 1,850 

6,803 6,800 

67.500 67,500 

17.600 J7.60O 


1,300 1.300 

91.563 91.563 

2.000 2,000 

26.000 26,800 

11.700 11.700 

1.850 1,850 

6. BOO 6,800 

67, S00 67.500 

17,600 17.600 


Facility 


75 


UNCLASSIFIED 



460 


unclassified 


rf SOU Military Construction Total Obligations! Author 

Active, National Guard, and Reserve Tores 
Sy Tyva O t Facility 
{$ Thousands) 


Installation 

GUANTANAMO BAY 

** Defense logistics Agency 

Missile Defense Agency 
TORT DRUM. NSW YORK 
Deveoelu, Romania 

*• Missile Defense Agency 
National Security Agency 

FORT MKABS 
TOST **M>8 
CAMP *1 IMAMS 

•• K* clonal Security Agency 

Special Operations Ccmoa nd 
CORONADO 

FORT CARSON, COLORADO 
BB.1M AFB 

Joint Base Pearl Harbor -H 
TORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
CANNOT AFB 

CAMP LEJSUNS. NORTH CAROL 
PORT BRAGG 
FORT BRAGG 
FORT BRAGG 

Joint Expeditionary Base 
PORT LPHI9 
PORT LSWIS 

Special Operations command 
*« Defense -wide Total for operational facilities 
T otal OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


TRAINING FACILITIES 
Array 

PORT WAINWRICWT AK Modified Recoid Fir* Range 

Joint Base Blaendorf -Richardson AK Modified Record Fire Range 

CO Digital Multipurpose Training Range 
GA Modified Record Pi re Range 
GA Multipurpose Machine Cun Range 
GA Automated Combat pistol Oual Cree 
GA Digital Multipurposs Training Range 
HI Automated Infantry Platoon Battle course 
KY Live Fire Exercise Shoot house 
KY Automated infantry Squad Battle Course 
HC Aerial Gunnery Range 
OK Modified Record Fire Range 
Tx Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 
TK Modified Record Fir* Range 
TX Training Aide canter 
HA Convoy Live Fir* Range 
IT simulations Center 

*• Army 


TORT CARSON, COLORADO 

FORT GORDON 

PORT GORDON 

FORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

PORT STEWART, GEORGIA 

POHAKWLOA TRAINING AREA 

PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 

FORT KNOX 

PORT BRAGG 

PORT SILL 

FORT BLISS 

FORT HOOD, TEXAS 

FORT HOOD. TEXAS 

YAKIMA 

VICENZA 


G8 Replace Truck Load Facility 


NY IDT Complex 

RO Aegis Ashore Missile Defense System Complex 


md High Performance Computing Center Inc 2 
md NSAW Recapitalize Building Sl/Site M Inc 1 
UT IC CMC! Data Center l Inc 4 


CA SOP Mobile Comm Detachment Support Facility 
CO SOF Battalion Operations Complex 
PL SOF AVFID Ops and Maintenance Facilities 
iickam hi sof SDVT-s waterfront Operations Facility 

KT SOP Ground Support Battalion 
mm SOF AC-1SOJ Combat Parking Apron 
IMA nc SOF Marine Battalion ccsspany/Team Facilities 

NC SOF Battalion Operations Facility 
NC SOF Civil Affairs Battalion Complex 
NC SOF Sustainment Brigade Complex 
Little creak - VA SOP Combat Services Support Facility - East 
HA SOF Battalion Operations Facility 
WA SOF Military Working Dog Kennel 




249.713 


157, 900 

3S),900 


10, 4C0 
7,900 
ta , 000 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TQA 

Amount Amount 

2,600 2,600 


299,715 249,715 


25,900 25,900 

157,900 157,900 




10,120 

56,675 

41,695 

26,213 

22.062 

55,399 


31,373 

11.152 



392,750 

1,427,509 


4.000 

l] 650 

22,000 

29.000 

6.000 

42.000 
4 , 900 

js!ooo 

5,100 

52.000 


252 250 252,250 


Facility • *0 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UKClABSlrlED 


rt 2013 Military Constellation Total Obligation*! Authority a* Raquaatad 


Activa, National Board, and ftassrvs Tore** 
By Typo Of Facility 
(8 Thouaanda) 


SC Rrolact 


Aoth Auth for 

Aaount Appn amount 


Am y National Cuard 
TORT KC CLELLAN 
BETHANY BEACH 
CAMP B LANDING 
HIRANAA 
SOOTH BEND 
camp Mice 

CAMP RIPLEY 
ST PAIR- 

TORT LEONARD WOOD 
KANSAS CITY 
MON BIT 
PERRYVILLB 
MILES cm 

DELAWARE 
CAMP CJSUBSR 
TORT LEWIS 
LOGAN 
SARRICADA 
CAMP SANTIAGO 

cum 

CUAYHABO 

GORABO 

** Amy National Guard 


AL Live fire Shoot House 
de Regional Training Institute PiU 
PL Combined Ants Collective Training Fae 
PL Readiness center 

IN Armed Forces Reservs Center Add/Alt 

IA Urban Aassult Course 

kh Scout Reccmnaisance Range 

KN Readiness Center 

mo Regional Training Institute 

MO Readiness Center Add/ Alt 

MO Readiness Center Add/Alt 

MO Readiness Center Add/Alt 

MT Readiness Center 

NJ Regional Training Institute 

DM Readiness Center 

OR Operations Readiness Training Complex 
na Readiness Center 
wv Readiness Center 

<7U JPHQ Fh4 

PR Readiness Center 
PR Refill Station Building 
PR Readiness Center (JPHQ) 

PR Readiness Center 


Amy Reserve 

PORT HUNTER LIGGETT 
TUSTIN 

PORT SHERIDAN 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 

BALTIMORE 

DEV BUS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA 
0 EVENS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA 
LAS VEGAS 

Joint Base KcCuire-Oix-Laicehuret 
Joint Base Lewis -McCbord 

»• Army Reserve 

»•* Amy Total lor TRAINING PAT IU TIES 


CA ORTC 

CA Amy Reserve Center 

IL Amy Reserve Center 

MD Amy Reserve Center 

HD Add/Alt Amy Reserve Center 

HA Automatic Record Pit* Range 

HA Corbet Platol/Mp Pir earns Qualification 

NV Army Reserve Canter/AHSA 

NJ Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

HA Army Reserve center 


Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA 

CORONADO 

UWOORE 

SAN DIEGO 

JACKSONVILLE 

camp lejbwk. north Carolina 

DAHLGRSN 

HHIOBEY ISLAND 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE U5CATI0NS 

Navy 


CA HVJ2 Aviation Simulator Building 

CA H-60S Simulator Training Facility 

CA BARS Maintenance Training Facility 

CA LCS Training Facility 

PL BAMS Mission Control Complex 

NC Staff NCO Academy Facilities 

VA Cruieer/Destroyer Upgrade Training Facility 

ha RA-iSG Plight Simulator Facility 

ZU BANS Operational Facilities 


AZ Reserve Training Facility • Yuma A2 
IA Joint Reserve Center • Dea Hoines IA 

•• Navy Reserve 

Navy Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 


Navy Reserve 
YUMA 

FORT DBS HOINBS 


Appn K» 

Amount Amount 



294.720 



4,13* 

li! 843 
59.418 
21 . 980 
28.9(8 

8. 272 
34.048 


188,676 


* . 139 
2,478 
14.843 
59,438 
21.980 
28-986 
16,494 
6,272 
34,048 


188.8-»6 


24.541 

213,217 


Facility - 81 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Utf CLASSIFIED 

FI 2013 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority ■* Rmguea 


Data as of PeS 2 


tneta nation 

Alt Force 

LITTLE ROCK APB 
MOODY APB 
HILL ARK 
AVIANO AB 

•* Air rente* 

Air national Guard 
KIRTLAKD AF8 
CHEYENNE HAP 

** Air National Guard 


I c* HOC Flight Simula tor Addition 
K HC-1J0J Simulator Facility 
r P-as AOAL Building 111 lor Flight Simulator 
r F-lt Million Training Center 


26. 018 

8.500 


4,178 

8,500 

4.000 

8,400 


** Air Force Reserve 

•*« Air Pore* Total for training Facilities 

Spatial operations Carmans 
CORONADO 
CORONADO 
NACDILL AFB 

CAMP LBJEUNB, NORTH CAROLINA 
PORT BRAGG 
CLASSIFIED LOCATION 
RAP MIUiKJOIM.1. 


•• Special operation! command 
*»• oefenae-Hid* Total for TRAINING FACILITIES 


f Flight Simulator Facility 


CA SOF Close Quarters Combat /Dynamic shoot Fae 

CA COF indoor Dynamic Shooting Facility 

FL SOF Joint Special Ops University Fac (JSOU) 

NC SOF Survival Evasion Resist Escape Trig Fac 

HC SOF Support Addition 

XC SOF Parachute Training Facility 

•JT. SOF CV-22 simulator Facility 


13,969 

laiJos 

5.46S 

6,477 

6,490 


13,968 

Jl.170 

34.409 


6,480 


Total TRAINING FACILITIES 


101,855 101,855 101.855 

101, ISS 101,155 101,835 

1,116,106 1,116,106 1,116,106 


MAINTENANCE 6 PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

Army 

CONCORD CA Engincering/Houaing Maintenance Shop 

»* Army 

•** Army Total for MAINTENANCE k PRODUCTION FACILITIES 
Army 

PUEBLO DEPOT CO Ammunition Demilitarisation Facility, Pit XIV 

•• Army 

Defense -wide Total for maintenance j, production facilities 
A rmy 

FORT RILEY. KANSAS XS Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

»• Army 

*•» Arroy Total for MAINTENANCE * PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


3.100 3,100 1,100 3,100 

3.100 3,100 3,100 1,100 

3.100 3.100 3,100 3.100 

36.000 16,000 36,000 

36.000 36,000 36.000 

36.000 36.000 36.000 

12,200 12,200 12.300 12,200 

12,200 13.200 12,200 12.200 

12,200 12.200 12,200 12.200 


Facility - 82 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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wictAastrxeo 


FT 2013 


Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 


Active, National Guard, and Jtaaarva Force* 
By Typ* of Facility 
(J ThouaandaJ 


Requested 


Inetal.Ufci.cn SC Project 

Amy 

BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT XY Anmunition Dasilitan ration Ph Kill 

*♦ Amy 

**• Defense-wide Total for KAINTSNAKC8 a PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


IIS, 000 



115,000 


Army 

TORT UPWARD WOOD 
FORT DRUM, MEW YORK 
CORPUS CHRIST! 
CORPUS CHRIST I 
TORT HCWD, TEXAS 
3AOAMI 


MO Vehicle Maintenance Shop 
MY Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 
TX Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop 
rx Aircraft Faint Shop 
TX Unmanned Aerial Vehicle complex 
JA Vehicle Maintenance Shop 


35. 00C 

55.000 
13 , 200 

24 . 000 

22.000 

18.000 


39. 000 

95.000 
13 , 200 



Army National Guard 
SEARCY 
TORT IRWIN 
CAMP KARTELL 

xafole: 

TERRS HAUTE 

TOPEKA 

FRANXTORT 

CAMP EDWARDS 

ST0RMVILL8 

CHILLICOTHB 

WAUSAU 

•* Army National Guard 


Aft Field Maintenance Shop 

CA Maneuver Area Training a Equipment Site PhJ 

CT Combined Support Maintenance Shop 

HI Army Aviation Support Facility Phi 

IK Field Maintenance Shop 

KS Taxiway, Raep t Hangar Alterations 

xv Amy Aviation Support Facility 

MA Unit Training Equipment Site 

NY Combined Support Malnt Shop Phi 

OU Field Maintenance Shop Add/ Alt 

wj Field Maintenance shop 



201.400 


Army Reserve 
TORT MCCOY 

♦« Army Reserve 


Ml ECS Tactical Equip. Maint. Facilty ITSHF] 



**• Army Total tor MAINTENANCE k PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


439,600 439,600 


Navy 

MIRAMAR 

KAN B0K8 BAY 

BEAUFORT 

BEAUFORT 

YORKTQNK 

IWARUNI 


CA Hangar 5 Renovations a Addition 
HI Aircraft Staging Area 
SC Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 
SC Ground Support Equipment Shop 
VA Motor Transportation Facility 
JA Maintenance Hangar Improvements 


21.897 

14,680 

l!«65 

6,188 

5,722 


27.897 

14,680 

•2,010 

9.465 

6.188 

5,722 


** navy 
Navy Reserve 

BROOKLYN NY vehicle Maint. Fac. • Brooklyn NY 

• • Navy Reeerve 

**« Navy Total for MAINTENANCE 6 PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Air Force 

LITTLE SOCK APB 
TYNDALL ATS 
HOLLOMAN AFO 
MINOT AFB 
HILL APB 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


AS C' 1300 Fuel Systems Maintenance Hangar 26.000 26,000 
FL r-22 adal Hangar for low Obeervable/Compoeite l*. 750 14,790 
NK KQ-9 Maintenance Hangar 25,000 25,000 
ND 8-52 Add/Alter Munition* ACE Facility 4.600 4,600 
UT F-35 ADAL Hangar 45M/ANU 7,250 7,250 
ZV Transient Aircraft Hangars 15,072 15,032 


*• Air 




92.612 92.632 


115,000 115,000 


11S, 000 115,000 


39.000 39.000 

95.000 95,000 

13.200 13,200 

24.000 24.000 

22.000 22,000 



6,800 6,900 

25.000 25,000 

32.000 32,000 

28.000 28,000 

9,000 9.000 

32,000 32,000 

24.0C0 24,000 

io!oco 10,000 


201,400 201.400 



27,000 27,000 


439,600 439,600 


27.897 27,897 

14.6*0 14,680 

42.010 42,010 

9,465 9,463 

6,188 6,188 

3,712 5,722 


ICS. 962 105,962 


4-430 4.430 


4,430 4.430 


110,392 110,392 


26,000 26,000 

14,750 14.750 

25,000 25,000 

4.600 4,600 

7,250 7,210 

15,032 15,032 


92,632 92.632 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


rt 2013 Military Construction Total obligation*! Authority as Requeated 


Active, National Guard, and Kassrva lores* 
By Typa of facility 
<S Thousands) 


Installation gC Project 

Air National Guard 

rasswo roSoiiTH sap anq Ca F-as Conversion 

»« Air National Guard 

**» Air fore* Total for maiwtshance & production facilities 
Special Op* rations Command 

PORT Campbell, KENTUCKY KV SOF Landgraf Hangar Extension 

•• Special operations command 

•** Defense-Wide Total for MAINTENANCE A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 
Total MAINTENANCE A PRODUCTION FACILITIES 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


11.000 11.000 11,000 11,000 


11.000 It. 000 11,000 11.000 

103.633 103,633 103.612 103,632 


3,35* 1,559 3,559 3,559 

1.S59 3,359 3.559 1,559 

612,483 823,483 823,483 823,483 


R4D FACILITIES 
Army 

Joint Ba«e McGuire-Dix-lmJtehurat HJ Flight Equipment Complex 

PICATINW ARSENAL HI Ballistic Evaluation Canter 

• » Army 

**« Army Total for RAD FACILITIES 
«AVy 

SEAL 8KACH CA Strategic Systems Meapona Bval. Test lab 

EARLE HI Combat System Engineering Building Addition 

•* Navy 

••• Navy Total for RAD FACILITIES 
TriCar# Management Activity 

FORT OBTRICK MD USAMRUD Stage I, Incr 7 

** TrlCare Management Activity 

Catenae -wide Total for RAD FACILITIES 
Total R6D FACILITIES 


47,000 

10, 200 



S7.2O0 


47,000 

10,200 



57,200 


33.498 

64.092 


31.498 

64.092 


33 , 496 
64,092 


121,292 140,292 140,292 140,292 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 
Atmy Reserve 

TORT MCCOY W! Central Issue Facility 

*• Army Reserve 

Army Total for SUPPLY FACILITIES 


12,200 12,200 12,200 12,200 

12.200 12,200 12,200 12,200 

12.700 12,200 12,200 12,200 


navy 

CHERRY POINT MARINS CORPS AIR STATION 

YORKTONN 

YOKKTOKN 

ROTA 


NC Armory 

va supply Warehouse Facility 
3P General Purpose Warehouse 


Navy Total for supply facilities 


11.581 11.581 11.581 

4,259 4,259 4.259 

8.939 8,939 8.939 

3,178 3,378 3,378 


28.157 28.157 28.157 


28.157 28.157 28.157 


11.581 

8!9J9 

1.178 

28.151 

28,157 


Facility * 84 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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t 2013 Military Consti 
Active, » 


UNCLASSIFIED 

an Total Obligation*! Authority a 


Inutallatlon 


**♦ Mr Fore* Total tax SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Defense logistics Agency 
SDWARDS AIR PORCB BASS 
HURLSURT PJBU) 

" Oefenao logistic# Agency 
*•» Defenae-wide Total lor supply facilitirs 
T otBl SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Appn Amount 


5 nodular Storage Magazines 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 
TriCare Management Activity 
TWENTYNLNK PALMS, CALIFORNIA 
PIKES PEAK 
GREAT LAKES 
SCOTT APB 
ANNAPOLIS 

BKTHKSDA NAVAL HOSPITAL 

FOR? LEONARD WOOD 

CANNON APS 

PORT 0MM, NEW YORK 

CAMP LSJBUNK, NORTH CAROLINA 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON APB 

PORT BLISS 

Joint Base San Antonio 
NORPOLK 

RHINE ORDNANCE BARRACKS 
RUN SAN AIR BASE 
OSAN APB *• •** 


*• TriCare Management Activity 

•** Defense-wide Total for hospital and medical facilities 
T otal HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL PACILITIBS 


A Medical Clinic Replacement 
0 High Altitude Medical Research tab 
L Drug laboratory Replacement 
L Medical Logie tine Warehouse 
D Health Clinic Replacement 
O Temporary Medical Facilities 
0 Dental Clinic 

M Medlcal/Dontal clinic Repalcement 
y Soldier Specialty care Clinic 
C Medical Clinic Replacement 
C Medical clime Replacement 
C Medical Clinic Replacement 
X Koepital Replacement Incr a 
X Ambulatory Care Center Phase 1 Incr 
A Veterinary Facility Replacement 
Y Medical Center Replacement Incr } 

R Medical /Oental Clinic Addition 
R Hospital Addition/Alteration 


,S0J 

3.003 


ACM INSTRATI VS PACILITIBS 
Navy 

CHERRY POINT MARINS CORPS AIR STATION 
NSW RIVER 


CAMP LRMONIER, DJIBOUTI 


NC Marine Air Support Squadron Compound 
NC personnel Administration Center 
va Regimental Headquarters 
DJ Containerized Living and work units 


* Navy Total for ADMINSTRATIVK FACILITIES 


Facility - 85 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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Delena* information Syetema Agency 

STUTTGART- PATCH BARRACKS GY ©ISA Europe Facility Upgrade* 

Delena* information Systems Agency 
•" Defense-Wide Total foi ADHIKSTRATIVB FACILITIES 
Total ADMIN6TRATIVI FACILITIES 



TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

Army 

SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 
SCHOFIELD BARRACKS 
Wheeler Army Air Field 
PORT CAMPBELL, KENTUCKY 
FORT LWJNARD WOO 
U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY 
FORT JACKSON 
Joint Base Sen Antonio 
FORT LSS 
CAMP BDKRLB 

•» Army 

Army National Guard 
ORCHARD TRAINIC AREA 
CAMP WILLIAMS 
CAMP WILLIAMS 

** Army National Guard 

Army Reserve 

PORT HWTSR LIGGETT 
FORT MCCOY 

** Army Reserve 

Amy Total for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

Navy 

CORONADO 

MERIDIAN 

OCEANA NAVAL AIR STATION 

QUANT I CO 

QUANT ICO 

YOAKTOWN 

sw ASIA 

SW ASIA 

OKINAWA 

CAMP UB40NIUR. DJIBOUTI 
** Navy 


Hi Barrack* 

HI Bar c*cks 

HI Catibat Aviation Brigade Barracks 
Ky Battalion Headquarters Complex 
MO Trainee Barrack* Complex J, Ph 2 
NY Cadet Barrack* 

SC Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 
TX Barrack* 

VA Adv individual Training lurracko Cplx, Pha 
IT Barrack* 


ID 0RTClB*rracka)Ph2 

UT BEQ Facility (Regional Training Institute) 
UT Regional Training institute Ph2 


CA UPH Barracka 
Wi Dining Facility 


CA Bachelor Ouartere 
MS Dining Facility 
va a School Barracks 

va The Basic School Student Alerter* • Phaee 1 
va weapons Training Battalion w ess Hall 

va Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 
B1 Canhined Dining Facility 
bi Transient Quarters 
ja Bachelor Quarters 
SJ Galley Addition and Warehouse 


Facility * as 


41.000 41,000 41.000 41,000 

55.000 55,000 55,000 55,000 

85 . 000 85,000 85,000 05.000 

55.000 55,000 55,000 55,000 

58.000 58,000 58,000 58,000 

152.000 152,000 152.000 152.000 

24.000 24.000 24,000 24,000 

21.000 21.000 21,000 21,000 

41.000 81,000 81,000 81,000 

36.000 IS, 000 16.000 16,000 


648,000 648,000 648,000 648.000 


*0,000 40.000 40.000 40,000 

15.000 15,000 15,000 15.000 

21.000 21,000 21.000 21,000 


16,000 76,000 76,000 76,000 


4,200 4,100 4,200 4,300 

8,600 8,600 8.600 8.600 


12,900 12,500 12,500 12,900 


716,500 736,900 736,900 736,900 


76,063 76.061 76,063 

10,926 10.926 10.926 

39,086 39,086 39.086 

31,012 31,012 31,013 

12,876 12,876 12,876 

ia,422 18,422 18.422 

5,815 9.819 9,814 

41.529 41,529 41.S29 

8,206 8,206 8. 206 

22,220 22,220 22,220 


770,159 290,159 270.159 


10.926 

19.086 

31,012 

12,876 

18,422 

9,819 

41,529 

8.206 

22,220 


370,159 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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osciAssmeo 


n 2013 Military Contraction Total Obligations! Authority u Raqusstad 


Active, National Guard. and Rasarva rorcaa 
By Typa Of facility 
(} Thousand*) 


ln«t«ll*tlon BC Prolact 

Navy Reserve 

KKW ORLEANS LA Transient Carters 

** Navy Reserve 

**• Nftvy Total for TROOP housing PACIUTIBS 
«r force 

Joint Base San Antoiuo 

7WU AB 

imSPKCIPIED hORUDWlDK LOCATIONS 
•• Air force 

*** Air rorce Total for TROOP HOUSING PACIUTIBS 
Total TROOP HOUSING PACILXTIBS 


TX Dormitory (144 RHI 
GL Dormitory (48 PN) 

ZU Transient Contingency Dormitory - 100 RN 


Auth Auth tar 

Amount Appn Aeoont 




data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 



7, 1ST 7,187 


277.144 277, 146 


18,000 18,000 

34, SCO 24,500 

17,825 17,625 


60,125 60,125 


60,12$ 60,125 


1.074,171 1,074.171 


COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Army 

ARLINGTON VA Cemetery expansion Millennium Site 

*» Army 

*** Army Total for COMMUNITY PACIUTIES 


84,000 84,000 84,000 

•4,000 84.000 64.000 



84,000 


Navy 

YU4A 

DAHLGRBN 

CAMP LEMONJOI, DJIBOUTI 
•• Navy 

... navy Total for COMMUNITY PACU.ITI 


AZ Security Operations Complex 
VA Physical fi cnee* Center 
DJ Fitness center 



13.100 

11,734 



51.594 


Department of Helenas Dependent Education 
PORT CAMPBELL. KENTUCKY 
VOGELWEII 
WSIS8AD8N 
CAMP ZAMA 
KADKNA AS 
K AD ENA All 
SASEBO 
ZUXKRAN 
OSAN APB 

MENWITN KILL STATION 
RAP PSLTMKLL 


KY Replace Barkley Elementary School 

GY Replace vogelweh Elementary School 

GY welsbaden High School Addition 

JA Renovate Zama High School 

JA Replace Elementary School 

JA Replace Stearley Height* Elementary School 

JA Replace Sasebo Elementary school 

JA Replace Zukeran Elementary School 

KA Replace 0» an Elementary School 

UX Replace Menmth Hill Elementary/High School 

UK Pel even Elementary School Addition 


•* Department of Defense Dependent Education 


Defense- wide Total for COMMUNITY PACILITIES 


Tor.al COMMUNITY FACILITIES 


$46,538 

682,9)2 



13,273 

71.772 

71.77J 

35,733 

79.0)6 


30,811 

546.938 

546.9) 8 

682.9) 2 


facility - 87 


UMCLABSiriCO 
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unclassified 


n 2013 Military Cenatruction Total Obi igational Authority aa Requested 


Act 1 vo. Motional Guard, and Reserve forcM 
By Typo Of Facility 
{3 Thousand*) 


Itistellatlon 
UTILITY FACILITIES 
Ar«y 

TORT BERN INC! 

TORT GORDON 
TORT BRAQC 

Joint Base Lewis -KCChOrd 


SC Pro -loc t 


GA Ground Source Heat Tranafer System 
GA Ground Source Heat Transfer System 
»C infrastructure 
WA Hast* Hater Treatment Plant 


*** A*wy Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 


Apptt Amount 



US. 200 


149,200 


16,000 

12,200 

50.000 

91.000 


149. 200 


149,200 


Havy 

KANEOHB BAT 
BEAUFORT 
PORTSMOUTH 
DlfiGO GARCIA 


HI HV-22 Hangar and Infrastructure 62,630 82,630 
SC Recycling/xaaardou* Haste Facility 3,?«5 3,741 
va Orydock 8 electrical Distribution Upgrade 32,706 32,706 
OG Communications Infrastructure 1,691 1,693 


** Navy 

"• Mavy Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 
Air Pore* 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Sahltaiy Sever Li ft/ Pump Station 


Mr force Total for UTILITY pacilitiss 
D efense Logistics Agency 

DBF DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CUMBER LAND PA Replace Reservoir 

□IP DISTRIBUTION DEPOT NEW CtNRSfUAND PA Replace Sewage Treatment Plant 

•• Defense Logistics Agency 
National Security Agency 

BUCKLEY AIR FORCE BASS CO Denver Power House 

*» National Security Agency 
TriCare Management Activity 

BBtiieSda NAVAL HOSPITAL md Electrical Capacity and cooling Towers 


2,000 2.000 

4,330 4,300 

6.300 6,300 


10,600 10.600 

15,030 30,000 



35, 600 35.600 


•* TriCare Management Activity 15,600 35,600 

*** Defense-Wide Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 76.200 76,205 


Total UTILITY FACILITIES 


346.170 148.170 


REAL ESTATE 
Navy 

IWWrrYNINB PALMS. CALIFORNIA CA Land Expansion Phase 2 

SOUOA BAY CR incenaodal Acce*» Road 

** Navy 

••• Navy Total for REAL ESTATE 


Data as of Feb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount amount 


16,000 16,000 

12,200 12,200 

10.000 30,000 

91.000 91.000 


349,200 149,200 


349,200 149,200 





35.600 

35.600 

76,200 

348.170 



53,900 


51,900 


Facility - 98 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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nr aoi3 


uueiAaamto 

on Tot»l Obligation*! Authority 


Active, National Guard, and Aaaar 
By Typa Of Facility 
<8 Thouaandal 


Raguaatad 


Installation 8C FroTct 

National Security Agency 

MSNWITH HILL STATION OK MHS Utilities and Road* 

** National Security Agency 
Tries re Management Activity 

BETHSSOA NAVAL HOSPITAL ho Base installation Access /Appearance plan 

** TriCare Management Activity 

*•' Defense -Wide Total lor R8AL ESTATE 
Total REAL KSTAT8 


3,795 3.795 

3,795 3,795 



SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 
Army 

CONCORD 


CA Lightning Protection System 


5.800 5,800 


Amy Total for SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 


Navy 

CAMP PENDLETON, CALIFORNIA CA San Jacinto Road Extension 

CAMP LEJBUMS, NORTH CAROLINA NC Base Access and Road - Phase 3 

PARRIS ISLAND SC Front Gate ATFP Improvements 

OUANTICO VA Inf rase rueure - widen Russell Road 


5,074 3, 074 
40,93* 40,904 
10, IIS 10,135 
14 , 828 14.834 


•• Navy 

••• Navy Total for SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 
Total SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 


70,939 70,939 


75,739 76,739 


UNTUCK CONSERVATION 
Defense -wide 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Energy Conservation Investment Program 

»• Defense -wide 

••* Defense -Wide Total for ENERGY CONSERVATION 
Total ENERGY CONSERVATION 


UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 
Army 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Minor Construction FY 11 25,000 

♦» Army 25,000 

Army National Guard 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE U5CATIOHS ZU Unspecified Minor Construction 15,057 

*• Army National Guard 15,057 


Data aa of Peb 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 

3.795 3.795 

3.795 3.79S 



5.800 5,800 


5,074 

*0,904 

10,135 

14.826 


70,919 


70,939 


76,739 


5,074 

40,904 

10,135 



25.000 23,000 

25.000 25,000 

15,057 15,057 

15 057 15.057 




UNCLASSIFIED 
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t 2413 Military Con»truatl< 


ONClASSIfTED 

n Total Obligation*! Authority *• Requested 


Iiytal lation 


Active, National guard, and ttaaac 
By Type Of facility 
(S Thousands) 


£ Proves 

0 Unspecified Minot Construction 


* Army Reserve 

* Army Total for UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


** Navy 

*•* Navy Total t 


•Air force 


ZU unspecified Minor Construction 

r UNSPECIFIED MI TOR CONSTRUCTION 

2U unapeeified Minor Construction 


* Air national Cuard 


ZU unspecified Minor Construction 


ZU unspecified Minor Const rut ion 


• Air force Resesv* 

• Air force Total for UNSPBCtPIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


•• Defense-Wide 


■ Defense togisticn Agency 


i; Unspecified Minor Construction 


ZU UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


U unspecified Minor Construction 


• Department of Defense Dependent Bdueacit 


• National Security Agency 


• Special Operations Comind 


• The Joint Staff 


ZU unspecified Minor Milcon 


ZU unspecified Minor Const 


t Const ruction 


facility - 90 
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unclassified 


FT 2013 HSHucy Construction Total Obligation*! Authority «e Requeetad 


Active, national Guard, and Raiarvo Forcaa 
By Type Of Facility 

(8 Thousand*) 


Tricars Management Activity 

URSncXPltD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS SO Minor Coretract lor 

•* TriCare Management Activity 

Defense-Wide Total for UNSPKCIP’.ed minor CONSTRUCTION 
Total UNSPECIFIED MI HO* CONSTRUCTION 


Auth Auth tor 

Aaount Appn Amount 


5,000 



38.785 


132,112 


Data as Of Peb 2012 

*»n TOA 

Amount Amount 



5,000 


38.785 

112,372 


5,000 



18,1*5 


132,372 


PLUMING h DESIGN 
Army 

UNSPECIPXED WQRU3WIDB LOCATIONS ZU Heat Hatton Support PY 11 

UNSPECIFIED WDRIzwtos LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design FT 11 

•• Army 

Army National Guard 

unspecified worldwide: locations 2u Planning and Design 

• * Amy National Guard 

Army Reserve 

UNSPBCIFIED W0RU3MIDB LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

*• Amy Reserve 

Army Total for PLANNING fc DESIGN 
Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDK LOCATIONS ZU MCON Deeign Funds 

** Navy 
Navy Reserve 

UNSPECIFIED NORLON1DS LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 


** Navy Reserve 

••• Navy Total for PLANNING A DESIGN 
Air Pores 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS • ZU Planning and Design 

•• Mr Force 
Air National Guard 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•• Air National Guard 
Air Force Reserve 

VARIOUS WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Design 

•* Air Porca Reserve 

*'* Air Force Total for PLANNING k DESIGN 


la. ooo 

«5,m 


os. m 



102,619 


102,619 


18.615 

18.635 



a. coo 



2,879 

25.514 


2.879 

2.879 


Facility • 91 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


rr 2013 Military Construction Total Obligetienel Authority aa Requested 


Active, national Guard, and 

By Typ« Of facility 
<$ Thousand*! 


Inatallatlon Be Project 

Defense -wide 

UNSPECIFIED worldwide LOCATIONS Zlf Planning And Design 

** Defense-Wide 
Defense Intelligence Agency 

nancma) WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS TO Planning and Design 

*• Defense intelligence Agency 
Defense Logistic# Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS TO PLANNING & DSSICN 

»• Defense Logistics Agency 

Department of Defense Dependent Education 

UNSPECIFIED WORIDwrOS LOCATIONS TO Planning And Design 

*• Department of Defense Dependent Education 


Data a* of Feb 2012 
Appn toa 


Missile Defense Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

*♦ Missile Defense Agency 

National Security Agency 

UNSPECIPISD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

•* National Security Agency 

Special Operations Command 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 

*• special Operations conmind 

TriCate Management Activity 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


ZU Planning And Design 


ZU Planning and Design 


ZU planning And Deaign 


ZU Planning And Design 


*» TriCere Management Activity 

Washington Headquarters Service* 

UNSPECIFIED wo RIOWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning and Deaign 

** Washington Headquarter* Service# 

♦*» Defense-wide ratal for planning t. DESIGN 
Total PLANNING a DESIGN 


BASE REALIGNMENT 6 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 
Army 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPBCIFJKD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


TO INO-IOS: KANSAS ARMY AW4UNXTION PLANT. KS 
ZU ZND-UOt MISSISSIPPI ARMY AMMO PLANT, MS 
TO IND-1I2; RIVER RANK ARMY AMMO PLANT, CA 
ZU IND-IIS: NEWPORT CHEMICAL DEPOT. IN 
ZU 2ND- 122: LONE STAR ARMY A>*0 PLANT , TA 
ZU MED- 2- WALTER RK8D NWNC. 8STHESDA, MD 
ZU PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 
ZU USA- 111: FORT MONROE. VA 
ZU USA- 121: FORT OILLSM. OA 
ZU USA- 1ST: US AN COMMAND AND CONTROL - NS 
TO USA- 212: USAR CKO a CNTRL - NEW ENGLAND 
TO USA- 222: FORT MCPHERSON. GA 
ZU USA-221: FORT MONMOUTH, HJ 


7.280 7.290 

ISO ISO 

22. til 22,411 

1ST 1ST 

11. ITS 11,379 

1,787 7.787 

20.431 20.431 

12.184 12, 184 

4.918 4.97S 

171 179 

222 222 

8,172 6 , 172 

9. 989 9.989 


1,260 1,280 

ISO ISO 

22,411 22,411 

191 197 

11,179 11.179 

1,787 7,787 

20,431 20.453 

12.184 12,184 

4 . 978 4.976 

m i7i 

222 222 

6.112 6,772 

9,989 9,989 


Facility • 92 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


Army 

BASE RRAL1GW4BNT & CLOSURE, WOW 


i itary Comtnjctlo- Total Obligation*! Authority a 

Active, Kalian*! Guard, *nd Raaerv* Fore** 

By ryp* Of Facility 

(3 Thousand*) 


gc Pcpiaot 

ZU USA- 236: SC TRANSFORMATION IN CT 
ZU USA- 242 i RC TRANSFOSMAT I ON IN NY 
2U USA- 25) I SC TSANS FORMAT ION IN PA 
ZU USA- 36: RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT 


Appn lapunt 


Data a* 
Appn 


1.335 

106,219 


i Realignment 6 Closure 


19. 693 


79. #91 79. #93 


**♦ Army Tot*l for BASK RKALIGM4KHT fa CLOSURE ACCOUNT 


166,112 186,112 136,112 


186,112 


Navy 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UN3PECXFISD WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


ZU OON-lOO PLANING, DESIGN AND KAHAGB4EMT 

ZU DON- 101 ; VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

ZU DON 118: NA3 BRUNSWICK, WE 

ZU DON- 159; NCSA KANSAS CITY. HO 

ZU DON- 168. NS NEWPORT, Rl 

ZU DON -173- NWS SEAL BEACH. CONCORD. CA 

ZU DON-84: ORB WILLOW GROVE fa CAMBRIA REG AP 


5. 038 5,033 5,038 
4,176 4,176 4,176 
4,897 4. 897 4,897 


39 39 39 

1,742 1,7*2 1,742 



Navy 

BASE REALIGJWKNT fa CLOSURE, NAVY ZU Bast Realignment fa Closure 

• - Navy 

*•» Navy Total for BASE REALIGNMENT fa CLOSURE ACCOUNT 



146,951 



ICS, 161 


Air Force 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 
UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS 


ZU COMF1 ADD 1: GALENA FOL. AJt 
ZU NED- 57 1 BROOKS CITY BASE. TX 
ZU PROGRAM MANAGEMENT VARIOUS LOCATIONS 


** Air 


Force 


Air Force 

BASE REALIGNMENT fa CLOSURE. AIR FORCE ZU Base Realignment fa Closure 
«* Air Force 

*»• Air Force Total for BASE RRALIGW4KNT 4 CLOSURE ACCOUNT 
Total BASE RRAI.ICNHKNT fa CLOSURE ACCOUNT 


1Z3.SS2 122.552 
122. S5J 122.552 
124.820 124.820 
476,091 476,093 


14,820 

>6,093 


.122,552 

122,552 

124,820 

476,093 


NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 
Defenae-wide 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM ZU Mato Security lnve*tment Program 

’* Defenae-wide 

•»* Defense -wide Total tor NATO SECURITY investment program 
total NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 


254.163 
254.16) 

254.163 


254.161 

2S4.16J 

254.163 

254 . 163 


Facility - 93 
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Inatallation 

OTHER 

Oefenae-wiii* 

BRUSSELS 

UHSPKCrnSD W0RLDW10B locations 
** Defenae-wioe 

•** Def*n*e-Ni<3# Total for OTHER 
Total OTHER 


UNCJASSIflEO 

IT 2013 KUitaxy Construction Total Obi manorial authority as lUKjuaatad 

Active, National Suard, 

By Typa Of Facility 
<5 Thouaanda) 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Appn Amount 


Facility - »« 


wCLAssmto 
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twciAssiriEo 


Installation 

miu housing, Amy 

UN5FBC1PIED WORUSWXDS LOCATIONS 


FAMILY HOUSING, Navy 


Total Havy 

FAMILY HOUSING, Aar Force 


Total Air Pore* 


FY 2013 Family Housing Total Obligation*! Authority a* Raguastad 


»y Typa of racility 

(8 Thousand*) 


Data 


of Fob 2012 


SC Preset 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 


ZU Family Housing PtD 
ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishings Account 
ZU Management Account 
ZU Miscellaneous Account 
zu Services Account 

ZU Leasing 

ZU Maintenance of R«al Property 
ZU Privatisation Support Costa 



ZU Improvements 
ZU Design 

ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishings Account 
ZU Management Account 
zu Miscellaneous Account 
ZU Service* Account 
ZU Leasing 

ZU Maintenance Of Real Property 
ZU Prlvatiiatlon Support costs 


ZU Improvement* 

ZU Planning And Design 
ZU Utilities Account 
ZU Furnishings Account 
ZU Management Account 
ZU Miscellaneous Account 
ZU Services Account 
ZU Leasing 

zu Maintenance IRPHA BPkc> 
ZU Housing privatization 


FAMILY HOUSING. Family Housing Improvement Fund 

ZU Family Housing Improvement Fund 1,786 S.786 1,786 


Total Family Housing improvement Fund 


1.786 


FAMILY HOUSING, Defense Intelligence Agency 

Total Defense Intelligence Agency 


ZU Furmshlnge Account 


*.660 

35,333 


38.593 


4,660 
IS, 333 


39.993 


4.660 

.15,333 


39,993 


FAMILY HOUSING, Oetenee Logistics Agency 


zu utilities Account 
Zll Furnishing* Account 
ZU Management Account 
ZU Service# Account 
ZU Maintenance Of Real 


Property 


283 

20 

371 

31 

567 


293 

20 

371 

31 

567 


283 

20 

371 

567 


Total Defense Logistics Agency 


Facility - 95 
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UHCtASSiriED 

nr 2013 r«Ki ly Houaing Total Obli«atioral Authority so Kagusatad 
9y Typm Of facility 

{$ Thousands) Wit* as of Peb 2012 


Inaf Hatton 

PM*.tl.Y HOUSING, National Security Agency 


3C wrojact 

ZU utilities Account 

ZU furnishings Account 
ZU Leasing 

ZU Maintenance Of Real Property 


Total National Security Agency 


10.971 


Total Defense-Hide 


54 , 024 54,024 54,024 




UNCLASSIFIED 
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USCIASSITIED 
Summary tor 2011 

Military Construction, family Homing, and Bona owner* Assistance 
( 5 Thousands} 


Auth Auth for 

Appropriation Amount Appn Amount 

Military Construction, Army 

Major Construction 816,300 823,300 

Minor Construction 78,330 

Planning s Design 79.716 

Total Military Construction, Army 816,300 981.346 


, litary Construction, Air Force 
Major Construction 
Minor Construction 
Planning 6 Design 

Total Military Construction, Air Force 


132,000 132,000 

49,584 
13,422 

132,000 195,006 


Military Construction, Detense-Wide 
Major Construction 
Planning i. Design 

Total Military Construction, Defense-Wide 


41,900 

41,900 


41.900 
4 , 60C 
46,500 


Grand Total 


990,200 i, 222. 852 


Data as of Feb 2012 


*PP" 

Amount 

823,300 

76,330 

79,716 

981,346 


132,000 

49,584 

13,422 

195,006 


TOA 

Amount 

823,300 

78,330 

79,716 

981,346 


132,000 

49,564 

13,422 

195,006 


41,900 41,900 

4,600 4,600 

46,500 46,500 

1.222,882 1.222,862 


Summary - 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Gbligational Authority 
Grand Total 



(5 Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth fox 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

948,300 

948,300 

948, 300 

948, 300 

Unspecified Locations 

41, 900 

274,552 

274,552 

274,552 

* * * Total By Location *** 

990,200 

1,222,852 

1,222,852 

1.222.8S2 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

990.200 

997,200 

997,200 

997,200 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


127,914 

127,914 

127,914 

Planning and Design 


97,738 

97.739 

97,738 

*** Total By Purpose **• 

990,200 

1 , 222 , 3S2 

1,222,852 

1,222. 8S2 


Summary - 2 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary for 2011 

Military Conatruation Total Obligation*! Authority 
Army 



($ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location; 

Outside the United States 

826.300 

816,300 

816,300 

816,300 

Unspecified Locations 


165,046 

165,046 

165,046 

*** Total By Location 

816.300 

981,346 

981,346 

981,346 

By Purpose : 

Major Construction 

816,300 

823,300 

823,300 

823,300 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


73,330 

78,330 

78,330 

Planning and Design 


79,716 

79,716 

79,716 

*** Total By Purpose *•* 

816,300 

931,346 

981,346 

981,346 


Summary - 3 


UNCLASSIFIED 



480 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Sumaary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Air Force 



($ Thousands) 


Data at 

i of Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Sunmaxy 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United states 

132,000 

132, 000 

132,000 

132,000 

Unspecified Locations 


63, 006 

63,006 

63,006 

*** Total By Location *** 

132,000 

195,006 

195,006 

195,006 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

132,000 

132,000 

132,000 

132,000 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


49 , S84 

49,584 

49,584 

Planning and Design 


13,422 

13,422 

13,422 

*** Total By Purpose **• 

132, 000 

195, 006 

195, 006 

195,006 


Summary * 4 


UNCLASSIFIED 



481 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligation «1 Authority 
Defense Wide 



if Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TO* 

Summary 

Aasount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By location: 

Unspecified Locations 

41,900 

46, SCO 

46,500 

46. 500 

*** Total By Location *** 

41, 90C 

46,500 

46.500 

46,500 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

41,900 

41, 900 

41,900 

41,900 

Planning and Design 


4.600 

4, 600 

4,600 

*»» Total By Purpose *** 

41, 900 

46,500 

46,500 

46,500 


Summary - 5 


UNCLASSIFIED 



482 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Suaraary for 2011 

Military Construction Total Obligatioaal Authority 
Active Forces 



<$ Thousands) 


Data as 

t of Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

*FF n 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

948, 300 

940,300 

940,300 

948,300 

Unspecified Locations 


228, 052 

228,052 

228,052 

*** Total By Location *** 

948,300 

1, 176, 352 

1,176,352 

1,176,352 

By Purpose : 

Major Construction 

94 8, 300 

955,300 

955,300 

955,300 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


127, 914 

127,914 

127,914 

planning and Design 


93,138 

93,138 

93,138 

*** Total By Purpose *** 

948, 300 

1, 176, 352 

1,176,352 

1,176,352 


Summary - 6 


unclassified 



483 


Military 

Summary 
By location: 

Outside the United States 
Unspecified Locations 

*** Total By Location •** 

By Purpose : 

Major Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 
Planning and Design 

*** Total By Purpose *** 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Military Construction 


($ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

948,300 

948,300 

948,300 

946,300 

41,900 

274.552 

274,552 

274,552 

990.200 

1 , 222 , B52 

1,222,852 

1,222,852 

990.200 

997,200 

997,200 

997,200 


127,914 

127,914 

127,914 


97, 738 

97,738 

97,738 

990,200 

1,222,852 

1,222,852 

1,222,852 


Summary - 7 


UNCLASSIFIED 



484 


State-Country 

AFGHANISTAN 

QATAR 

CHAN 

WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 
WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

*** Total Construction *■ 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary for 2011 

Military Cons true tion and Easily Bousing 
Summary by Stars and Country 
{$ Thousands) 

Data aa of 

Peb 2012 

Auth 

Amount 

816,300 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

816, 300 

Appn 

Amount 

816,300 

TOA 

Amount 

816,300 

63,000 

63.000 

63,000 

63,000 

69, 000 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

41.900 

41, 900 

41 , 900 

41, 900 


232,652 

232,652 

232,652 

990,200 

1,222,852 

1.222,852 

1,222,852 


Summary - 8 


UNCLASSIFIED 



485 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Housing 


Army * 

•** Summary by Stata 

and Country 




{$ Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Stats -Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

AFGHANISTAN 

816,300 

816,300 

816,300 

816,300 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


165, 046 

165,046 

165,046 

*** Total Construction **» 

816,300 

981,346 

901,346 

901,346 


Summary - 9 


UNCLASSIFIED 



486 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Susmary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Rousing 
Air Fores *** Summary by stats and Country 



(8 Thousands) 


Data as o£ 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Stats -Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

QATAR 

$3,000 

63,000 

63,000 

63 , COO 

OMAN 

$9,000 

69, 000 

$9,000 

69,000 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


63,006 

63,006 

63,006 

*** Total Construction *** 

132,000 

195,006 

195,006 

195,006 


Summary * 10 


UNCLASSIFIED 



487 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary for 2011 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Bofenas Kids *** Summary by Stats and Country 



($ Thousands) 


Data as of 


Autb 

Auth for 

*PP" 

Stats- Country 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 

41.900 

4 J . 900 

41,900 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


4,600 

4,600 

«•* Total Construction *** 

41, 900 

46.S00 

46.S00 


Summary - 11 


Feb 2012 

TO* 

Amount 
41, 900 

4,600 

46. SCO 


CNClASSmSD 



488 


UNCLASSIFIED 

Ti 2011 Military Conatructien Total Obligation®! Authority as Enacted 

AetiT*, Guard and Ra servo Forces 
Specif iod Outside the Onited States 

(5 Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


S to te /Component /Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

AFGHANISTAN 

Army 

BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

C-IED Task Force Compound 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

24,000 

C-IED Task Force Consolidated Laboratory 

13,000 

13,800 

13,800 

13,800 

Command & Control Facility 

13,600 

13,600 

13, 600 

13,600 

Dining Facility 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

6,000 

HP HQ 

S , 500 

5,500 

5. 500 

5,500 

Replace Temporary Guard Towers 

5,500 

5,500 

S, 500 

5,500 

Role III Hospital 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

Task Force Freedom compound 

18,000 

18,000 

18, 000 

18,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 4 

23,000 

23,000 

23, 000 

23 , 000 

Troop Housing, Ph S 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 6 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 7 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

29,000 

Troop Housing, Ph 8 

29,000 

29, 000 

29,000 

29,000 

Vet Clinic & Kennel 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

Total BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

270.000 

270,000 

270,000 

270,000 

DELARAM 

Entry Control Point & Access Roads 

4,400 

4,400 

4,400 

4,400 

Total DELARAM 

4,4 00 

4,400 

4. 400 

4,400 

DWYER 

Dining Facility 

9,000 

9,000 

9,000 

9, 000 

Entry Control Point 

5,100 

5. 100 

5,100 

5,100 

Rotary King Apron 

44, 000 

44,000 

44,000 

44,000 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

16,000 

16, 000 

16,000 

16,000 

Total DWYER 

74,100 

74,100 

74,100 

74, 100 

FRONTENAC 

Waste Management Complex 

4.200 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

4,200 

Total FRONTENAC 

8.400 

8,400 

8,400 

8,400 

KANDAHAR. AFGHANISTAN 

Command & Control Facility 

5,200 

5.200 

5,200 

S.200 

North Area Utilities, Ph 2 

26,000 

26,000 

26, 000 

26,000 

SOF Joint Operations Center 

9,200 

9,200 

9,200 

9,200 

Troop Housing, Ph 4 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

Troop Mousing, Ph 5 

20,000 

20,000 

20, 000 

20,000 

Total KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 

00.400 

80,400 

00. 400 

80,400 

MAYWAND 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

Total MAYWAND 

7,000 

7, 000 

7,000 

7, 000 

SHANK 

Ammunition Supply Point 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

Electrical Utilities, Ph 2 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

6,400 

Expand ECP 1 and ECP 2 

16,000 

16.000 

16,000 

16.000 

Guard Towers 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

5,200 

Roads and utilities, Ph 1 

2S, 000 

25,000 

25, 000 

25,000 

Rotary Wing Parking Apron, Paved 

15,000 

15,000 

15, 000 

15,000 

Wastewater Treatment Plant 

7, 700 

7.700 

7,700 

7,700 

Total SHANK 

99,300 

98,300 

98,300 

98,300 


State - 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 



489 


UNCLASSIFIED 

rr 2011 Military Construction total Obligation*! Authority «s Enacted 


Active, Guard and Resarva Tor css 
Specified Outs id® th« United States 

{S Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


Stata/Coaponant/ Installation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

SHARANA 

Bulk Materials Transfer Station 

12.400 

12,400 

12,400 

12,400 

Total SHARANA 

12,400 

12,400 

12,400 

12,400 

Shindand 

Waste Management Complex 

6,100 

6,100 

6, 100 

6,100 

Total Shindand 

6,100 

6, 100 

6, 100 

6, 100 

TAR IN KOWT 

Rotary Wing parking and Taxiway, Ph 2 
Wastewater Treatment Facility 

24,000 

5,600 

24,000 

5,600 

24,000 

5,600 

24,000 

5,600 

Total TARXN KOWT 

29,600 

29,600 

29, 600 

29,600 

TOMBSTONE/ BASTI ON 

Command and Control Headquarters 

Dining Facility 

Paved Roads 

Rotary Wing Parking 

Waste Management Complex Expansion 
wastewater Treatment Facility 

13,600 

27.000 
9,800 

36.000 
14.200 

13.000 

13,600 

27.000 
9,800 

35.000 

14 , 2C0 
13.0C0 

13,600 

27.000 
9,000 

35.000 
14,200 

13.000 

13,600 

27.000 

9, 800 

35.000 
14,200 

13.000 

Total TOMBSTONE/ BASTION 

112.600 

112,600 

212,600 

112,600 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

Main Supply Route Gypsum, Ph 2 

Route Gypaum, Ph 1 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 

50.000 

60.000 

Total VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

100,000 

100,000 

100, 000 

100, ooo 

WOLVERINE 

Wastewater Treatment Facility 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

Total WOLVERINE 

13,000 

13,000 

13,000 

13, 0C0 

"Army 

816, 300 

816,300 

816,300 

816,300 

* 'AFGHANISTAN 

816,300 

816,300 

816, 300 

816,300 

QATAR 

Air Force 

AI, UDEID, QATAR 

Construct Tactical Ramp/Vehicle Maint Fac 

63,000 

63,000 

63,000 

63,000 

Total AL UDEID, OATAR 

63,000 

63.000 

63. 0CC 

63,000 

* • QATAR 

63.000 

63.000 

63,000 

63, OCO 

OMAN 

Air Force 

AL MUSANNAH AB 

Airlift Ramp and Fuel Facilities 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

Total AL MUSANNAH AB 

69,000 

69.000 

69,000 

69,000 

'•OMAN 

69,000 

69,000 

69,000 

69, OCO 


State - 2 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

Tt 2 011 Military Construction Total Ohligstional Authority as Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Specified Outside the United states 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 

Auth Auth for Appn TCA 

Stete/Componant/Inatallation Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 

---Project Name — ----- 

Total a 

Army 
Navy 

Ait Force 
Defense-Wide 

Specified Outaide the United States 948,300 948,300 949,300 948,300 


816,300 816,300 816,300 016.300 


132.000 132,000 132,000 132,000 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

TX 2011 Military Construction Total Obligational Authority a® Enactad 

Activa, Guard and Rasarwa Forces 
Unspacified Worldwide 


S tata /Consonant/ Ina tallation 

(3 Thousands) 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 
Appn Amount 

Bata as ef 

Appn 

Amount 

Feb 2012 

TOA 

Amount 

WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED" 1 

Classified Project 

National Security Agency 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 






Total Classified Project 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

* ‘WORLDWIDE CLASSIFIED 

41,900 

41,900 

41,900 

41, 900 

WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 

DOD IG Transfer 

Army 


7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

Total DOD IG Transfer 


7,000 

7, 000 

7,000 

MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

Army 


78,330 

79,330 

7a, 330 

Air Force 


49,584 

49,584 

49,584 

Total MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


127,914 

127,924 

127,914 

PLANNING AND DESIGN 

Army 


79,716 

79,716 

79,716 

Air Force 


13,422 

13,422 

13,422 

DEFENSE -WIDE 

National Security Agency 


4,600 

4,600 

4,600 

TOTAL DEFENSE -WIDE 


4 . 600 

4,600 

4,600 

Total PLANNING AND DESIGN 


97,738 

97,738 

97,738 

** WORLDWIDE UNSPECIFIED 


232,652 

232,652 

232,652 


state - 4 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


TY 20H Military Construction Total Obli^rational Authority *s Enacted 

Active, Guard and Reserve Forces 
Unspecified Worldwide 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 


State/Component/Installation 

- — Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn TOA 

Amount Appn Amount Amount Amount 


Army 

Navy 

Air Force 
Defense -Wide 
Unspecified Worldwide 


165,046 

63,006 

41,900 46,500 

41,900 274,552 


165,046 165,046 

63,006 63,006 

46,500 46,500 

274,552 274,552 


State - 5 


UNCLASSIFIED 
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UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2011 Military Conatruction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Total Construction Program 
By Typa Of Facility 



(5 Thou » and*) 


Data as of 

F«b 2012 

Summary bv Facility 

Auth 

Amunt 

Auth For 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TQA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

241,000 

241.000 

241.000 

24 1 , 000 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

23.000 

23,000 

23,000 

23,000 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

44,600 

44,600 

44,600 

44.600 

7K00P HOUSING FACILITIES 

179.000 

179,000 

179,000 

179,000 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

42.000 

42.000 

42,000 

42,000 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

211.700 

211,700 

211,700 

211,700 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

191.000 

191,000 

191,000 

191,000 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

16,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


127, 914 

127, 914 

127,914 

PLANNING * DESIGN 


97, 739 

97, 738 

97,738 

OTHER 

41,900 

48, 900 

4B, 900 

40, 900 

»»* Total •** 

990,200 

1.222,852 

1,222.852 

1,222.852 


Facility - l 


UNCLASSIFIED 


494 


UNCLASSIFIED 

F¥ 2011 Military Construction Total Otoli Rational Authority 
Amy 

By Typ« Of facility 



(9 Thousand*) 


Data aa 

Of Feb 2012 

»>asa •’•oiuty 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

109.000 

109.000 

109.000 

109,000 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

21,000 

21,000 

23,000 

23,000 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL PACILITTKS 

44,600 

44.600 

44.600 

44,600 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

179,000 

179.000 

179,000 

179,000 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

42,000 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

311,700 

211,700 

211,700 

211,700 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

191.000 

191,000 

191,000 

191,000 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

16,000 

16,000 

16.000 

16,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


76,130 

76, no 

76.310 

PLANNING h DESIGN 


79.716 

79,716 

79,716 

OTHER 


7,000 

7,000 

7,000 

**♦ Total »** 

016.100 

961, 346 

961,346 

961.346 


facility - 2 


unclassified 


495 


UNCLASSIFIED 

r\f 20ii Military Construction Total Obligat tonal Authority 
Air Tore* 

By Type of Facility 



($ Thousand*) 


Data as 

Of Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TGA 

ouwwMtrv by r»cility 

Amount 

Afjpn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL PACILITISS 

132,000 

132,000 

132.000 

132,000 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 


49.584 

49,584 

49.S84 

PLANNING 8. DESIGN 


13,422 

13,422 

13,422 

Total *** 

132,000 

195,006 

195,006 

195,006 


Pact lit y • 3 


unclassified 



496 


UNCLAD 8 I TIED 

FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 

Dafanaa Mi da 
By Typa Of Facility 

(5 Thouaanda* Data as of Feb 2012 


Summary by Facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

PLANNING & DESIGN 


4,600 

4,600 

4.600 

0TH8R 

41,300 

41.300 

41, 900 

41,900 

*** Total »«• 

41,900 

46, $00 

46, 500 

46,500 


Facility - < 


UNCLASSIFIED 


497 


unclassified 

nr 2011 Military Cons traction Total Obligations! Authority 


Summary by facility 


OPERATIONAL FACTlaTlSS 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCT I OH 

PLANNING h DESIGN 

OTHER 

«** tot*! 


Activa Forcaa 
By Typa Of Facility 
(0 Thousands) 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Awuaunt 


241.000 

241,000 

23,000 

23,000 

44 , 600 

44,600 

179,000 

m.oco 

42,000 

42,000 

211,700 

211,700 

191,000 

191,000 

16,000 

16,000 


127,914 


91, 110 


7,000 

946, 100 

1, 176,352 


oat a SB of P«b 2012 


Appn 

A«ount 

TQA 

Amount 

24 1 , 000 

241,000 

23, 0C0 

23.000 

44.600 

44,600 

179,000 

179.000 

42,000 

42,000 

211,700 

211,700 

191,000 

191,000 

16.000 

16,000 

127,9X4 

127,914 

93,136 

93,138 

7,000 

7,000 

1, 176,352 

l, 176,352 


Facility - 5 


UNCLASSIFIED 


498 


UNCLASSIFIED 

F¥ 2011 Military Construction Total Obligat ional Authority 
Military Construction 


Sunanary by Facility 
OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 

AIR POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 

PLANNING & DESIGN 

OTHER 

*** Total 


By Typo of raaility 
<5 Thousand*) 

Auth Auth tor 

Anwiint Appn Amount 


241,000 

241,000 

23.000 

23,000 

44. 600 

44,600 

173,000 

179,000 

42.000 

42,000 

211.700 

211,700 

191.000 

191,300 

16,000 

16.000 


127,914 


97,730 

41,900 

40,900 

990, 200 

1,222.052 


Data aa of Feb 2012 


Appn 

Aioount 

TO* 

Anount 

241,000 

241,000 

23,000 

23,000 

44,600 

44,600 

179,000 

179,000 

42.000 

42,000 

211,700 

211,700 

191,000 

191,000 

16.000 

16,000 

127,914 

127.914 

97,738 

97,738 

48.900 

48,900 

1,222, 852 

1,222,852 


Facility - 6 


UNCLASSIFIED 


499 


wcxAasmto 


FY 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation#! Authority 

Active, notions! Quart!, and Raaarv* Fore** 

By Typ* or facility 
(J Thousand*) 




InafcaUatlog 

QPBRATIOHAL facilities 

HAGRAM AIR BASH , AFGHANISTAN 
BAGRAM AIR BASK. AFGHANISTAN 
RAH AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
BAORAM MR BASK, AFGHANI STAN 
BAGRAH AIR BASE, AFCHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 
Shindand 

TOKBSTONB/ BAST I ON 


af c-ibd Task Force Compound 
AF C-IKD Task Force consolidated Laboratory 
A? Command A Control facility 
AF HP HQ 

AF Tit* Force Freedom Compound 
ap Command a control Facility 
AF SOF Joint Operation* Center 
AF waste Management Complex 
AF COTTand and Control Headquarters 


Army Total for OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


105.000 

103.000 


Air force 

AL UDBID, 0ATAR QA Construct Tactical Ramp/vehicle *ttint Fac 

al MtiSANNAK ab CM Airlift Ramp and Fuel Facilities 

*» Air Force 

*** Air force total for operational facilities 
Total OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


63,000 
65, OCO 


132,000 


132,000 



63.000 

69.000 



63.000 

69.000 


132,000 


132,000 



SUPPLY FACILITIES 
Army 

SHANK AF Awiunition Supply Point 

•' Army 

*•* Amy Total for SUPPLY FACILITIES 
Total SUPPLY FACILITIES 


23.000 



73,000 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 
Army 

BAG RAH AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN AF Sola US Hospital 

ft AC RAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN AF Vet Clinic a Kennel 

*• Army 

Army Total for hospital AND MEDICAL facilities 
T otal HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL FACILITIES 


TROOP MOUSING FACILITIES 
Army 

SAC RAH AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
HAL RAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
BAG RAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN 
BAG RAM AIR MSB. AFGHANI ST AH 
BAG RAM MR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR, AFGHANISTAN 
KANDAHAR. AFGHANISTAN 


AF Troop Kouaing, Ph -4 

AP Troop Housing. Ph 6 
ap Troop Housing. Ph 7 
af Troop Kouaing. Ph « 
AP Troop Housing, Ph « 
AF Troop Housing. Ph S 


•• Amy 

Army Total for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 


Total TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 


29,000 

29.000 

20.000 
20.000 


179,000 

179.000 

179.000 


Facility - 7 


UNCLASSIFIED 



500 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Ft 2011 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Author i 


By Typa Of Facility 
19 Tfcouear.deJ 


retaliation SC Prolact 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Army 

HAG RAM AIR BASK. AFGHANISTAN A? Dining Facility 

iWBR af Dining Facility 

tohrstone/bastion A? Dining Facility 


•*« fumy Total for COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Total COMMUNITY FACIUTISS 


UTILITY FACILITIES 
Army 
OELARAM 
DWYRR 
PROMTfiNAC 
PRONTKNAC 

KANDAHAJt, AFGHANISTAN 

HAYWAHE 

SHANK 

SHANK 

SHANK 

SHANK 

TAAIN KOWT 

TOMBSTONS/BASTION 

TCWBSTONS/ BASTION 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

N0LVER1N8 

•* Army 

*** Army Total for UTILITY FACILITIES 
Total UTILITY FACILITIES 


af Sntry Control Point s, Access Roads 
AP Wastewater Treatment Facility 
AF wante Management Complex 
AF waatevater Treatment Facility 
a F North Area Utilities, Ph 3 
ap wastewater Treatment Facility 
AF electrical utilities, Ph 2 
AF Rewda and Utilities, Ph 1 
AP Rotary Xing Parking Apron, Paved 
AF wastewater Treatment Plant 
AP waatevater Treatment Facility 
AP Waste Management Complex expansion 
AF Wastewater Treatment Facility 
af wain Supply Route Gypsum. Ph 3 
AF wastewater Treatment Facility 


SUPPORTING ACTIVITIES 
Army 

BAG RAH AIR BAT.fi, AFGHANISTAN 

BWVBR 

DWYHt 

SHANK 

SHARAHA 

TARIM KOWT 

TOH0STONB/8ASTION 

TOMBSTONE/ BASTION 

VARIOUS LOCATIONS 
•’ Army 

*** Army Total for SUPPORTING ACTIVITIKS 
Total SUPPORTING ACTIVITISS 


AP Replace Temporary Guard Towers 
ap Kncry Control Point 
AP Rotary Wing Apron 
af Cuard Towers 

AF Bulk Materials Transfer Station 
AP Rotary Wing Parking and Taxiway. ph 2 
ap Paved Roads 
af Rotary w»ng Parking 
AF Route Oypsum, Ph 1 


211, TOO 
211,700 


Facility • B 


UNCLASSIFIED 



501 


UNCLASSIFIED 

1 2011 Military Con* teuo lion Total Obligation*! Authority *a Enactad 

Active. National Guard, and Kataeva Fore** 

Sy Type of facility 
{♦ Thouaaiida) 


ln«t*ll»t»on 
AIK POLLUTION A8ATEMSKT 
Army 
SHANK 

Army 


te Monet 

AF Expand KCP 1 and SCP 2 


••• Amy Total for ai» pollution abatement 
T otal Ant POLLUTION ABAT8KKHT 




Feb 2012 
TOA 


14.000 

16, 009 
16,009 

16.000 


UNSPECIFIED HJ NOB CONSTRUCTION 
Army 

UNSPacTPiED worldwide locations ZU Minor Conatruction 

*♦ Army 

»•* Army Total for UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRICTION 
Air Force 

UNSPECIFIED W0RU5WI0K LOCATIONS ZU Unspecified Minor Construction - FT II OCO 

••• Arr force Total for unspecified minor construction 
Total UNSPECIFIED MINOR CONSTRUCTION 




78.330 


78, 330 


49.584 

49.584 


127.914 


PLANNING 1 DESIGN 
Army 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU Planning A Design 

** Army 

*•* Aiflty Total for PLANNING A DESIGN 
Alt Force 

UNSPECIFIED worldwide LOCATIONS 2U Planning A Design 

»* Air Force 

Air Pore* Total for planning a design 
N ational Security Agency 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE locations zu Planning and Dealgn 

*• National Security Agency 

Defense -Nide Total for PIANNING A DESIGN 
Total PLANNING A DESIGN 



79.716 


79,716 

79,716 


79.716 


79,716 



13,422 13,422 U.422 
13,422 13,422 11,422 
13,422 11,421 11,422 


4,630 


4,600 



97,718 


4,600 


4,690 



97,738 


OTHER 

Army 

UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU 000 IC Transfer 

**• Army Total for OTHER 


Facility - 9 


UNCLASSIFIED 



502 


tnsesllstion 

national Security Age: kj> 
C1ASSIP1ED LOCATION 

•* Satlonal Security Agency 
• •• Defense -wide rota) for oroes 
Total OWEA 


(WCtASBiriSD 


n 2011 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority ■■ Enacted 


Active, Stations! Guard, and Reserve Forces 
By Type Of reolUty 
(9 Thousands) 


SC Prpjeot 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Aaount 


data as of m> 2012 
Appn tqa 

Amount Amount 


ZC Class 1 fled Project 




46.50C 


facility - 10 


UMCiASSinco 



503 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2912 

Military Con* traction, Family Souaing, and Eoaaownan Assistance 
19 Thousands) 


Appropriation 

Military Construction, Array 
Major Construction 

Total Military Construction, Army 


Auth Auth fog 

Amount Appn Amount 

80.000 80,000 

80,000 80,000 


Military Construction, Navy 
Major Construction 

Total Military Construction, Navy 


144,50? 144,509 

144,509 144,509 


Grand Total 


224,503 224,509 


as o£ Feb 2012 


Data 

Appn 

Amount 

80,000 

80,000 


169.703 

189.703 

269.703 


TOA 

Amount 

80,000 

80,000 


189.703 

189.703 

269.703 


Summary * 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 



504 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary fox 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 
Grand Total 

{$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

5EE2 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 


Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

224,509 

224,509 

269.703 

269,703 

*** Total 8y Location *»* 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

By Furpoao: 

Major Construction 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

Total By Purpose **• 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 


Summary - 2 


UNCLASSIFIED 



505 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary For 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Army 



{$ Thousands} 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth For 


TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

80,000 

80, 000 

80,000 

80,000 

**• Total By Location *** 

80,000 

80.000 

80,000 

80.000 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

80, 000 

80,000 

80. 000 

80,000 

*** Total By Purpose *** 

80,00(1 

80,000 

80,000 

80,000 


Summary - 3 


UNCLASSIFIED 



506 


UNCLASSIFIED 
Summary for 20X2 

Military Construction Total Obligatianal Authority 
Navy 

<$ Thousands) Data as of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

144,509 

144,509 

189,703 

189. 7Q3 

* • * Total By Location *•* 

144,509 

144,509 

189, 703 

189,703 

By Furpoaa: 

Major Construction 

144,509 

144,509 

169, 703 

189, 703 

*** Total By Purpose *** 

144,509 

144,509 

189, 703 

189,703 


Summary - 4 


UNCLASSIFIED 



507 


ON CLASSIFIED 
Summary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 
Active forces 



(5 Thousands) 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

By Location: 

Outside the United States 

224,509 

224,509 

269.703 

269,703 

•** Total By Location *** 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

By Purpose: 

Major Construction 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

*•* Total By Purpose *»• 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269.703 


Sutnma t y ■ S 


UNCLASSIFIED 



508 


UNCLASSIFIED 
S granary for 2012 

Military Construction Total Obligational Authority 
Military Construction 

{$ Thousands) Pata as of Feb 2012 



Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary 

Amount 


Amount 

Amount 

By Location; 

Outside the United States 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

Total By Location *** 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

By Furpoaa; 

Major Construction 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 

*♦* Total By Purpose *** 

224,509 

224,509 

269,703 

269,703 


Summary - 6 


UNCLASSIFIED 



509 


UNCLASSIFIED 


3tafc»-Couatry 

AFGHANISTAN 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 
DJIBOUTI 


Summary £ OX 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Suwaary by Ststa and Country 
($ Thousands) 


Jtath 

Amount 

80,000 

55,010 

89 , 4 ?? 


Auth for 
Appn Amount 

80,000 

55,010 

89,499 


*** Total Construction *** 


224,509 224,509 


Data as of 

Feb 2012 

Appn 

TOA 

Amount 

Amount 

80,000 

80,000 

100,204 

100,204 

89,499 

89,499 

269,703 

269,703 


Summary - 7 


UNCLASSIFIED 



510 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Summary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Army *** Summary by State and Country 
{$ Thousands) 


State -Country 
AFGHANISTAN 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 

80,000 80,000 


**♦ Total Construction *** 


80,000 


Data as of Feb 2012 


*PP*> 

Amount 

80,000 

80,000 


TOA 

Amount 

80,000 

80,000 


Summary - 8 


UNCLASSIFIED 



511 


UNCLASSIFIED 


Stats-Country 
BAHRAIN ISLAND 

DJIBOUTI 

**» Total Construction 


Suawary for 2012 

Military Construction and Family Bousing 
Navy *** Summary by Stats and Country 
{$ Thousands) 

Avitb for 
A ppn Amount 

55,010 

89,499 
144,509 


Auth 

Amount 

55,010 

89,499 
144, 509 


Data as of Feb 2012 


*PP*> 

Amount 

100,204 

89,499 

169,703 


TOA 

Amount 

100,204 

89,499 

1B9.703 


Summary - 9 


UN CLASSIFIED 



512 


UNCLASSIFIED 

FT 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations!. Authority as Enactad 

Aotiva, Guard and Resarve Forces 
Specified Outside the United States 

{? Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


state/ Component / 1 na tallation 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Appn Amount 

Appn 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

AFGHANISTAN 

Army 

8AGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

Barracks, Pb 5 

Construct Drainage System. Ph 3 

Entry Control Point 

29.000 

31 , 0C0 

20.000 

29.000 

31.000 

20.000 

o o o 

o o o 

29.000 

31.000 

20. 000 

Total BAGRAM AIR BASE, AFGHANISTAN 

80,000 

80,000 

80,000 

80,000 

** AFGHAN I STAN 

00,000 

80, 000 

80,000 

80,000 

BAHRAIN ISLAND 

Navy 

SW ASIA 

Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

Water£ront Development Phase 4 

55,010 

55,010 

55,010 

45.194 

55,010 

45.194 

Total SW ASIA 

55,010 

55,010 

100,204 

100,204 

** BAHRAIN ISLAND 

55.010 

55,010 

100,204 

100,204 

DJIBOUTI 

Navy 

CAMP LEMON I ER , DJIBOUTI 

Aircraft Logistics Apron 

Bachelor Quarters 

Taxiway Enhancement 

35, 170 
43,529 
10,800 

35,170 

43,529 

10,800 

35,170 

43,529 

10,000 

35, 170 
43,529 
10.600 

Total CAMP LEMON XER, DJIBOUTI 

89,499 

89,499 

89,499 

89.499 

♦•DJIBOUTI 

89,499 

89,499 

89,499 

89,499 


State - 1 


UNCLASSIFIED 



513 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FT 2012 Military Construction Tot*! Obligation*! Authority as Enacted 


Active, Guard and Reserve Fore** 

Specified Outside tha United State# 

{$ Thousands) Data as o£ Feb 2012 


State/Coaponent/Installstion 
- — Project Name 


Auth Auth for Appn 

Amount Appn Amount Amount 


TOA 

Amount 


Army 

Navy 

Air Force 
Dcfenae-Wide 

Specified Outside the United States 


80,000 80,000 80.000 

14-1,509 144,509 189,703 


80,000 

189,703 


224,509 224,509 


269. 703 269,703 


State 


2 


UNCLASSIFIED 



514 


UNCLASSIFIED 


r* 2012 

Military Conatruction Total 

Obligations! 

Authority 



Total Construction Program 

By Typa of Facility 
(9 TheuaarwU) 

Data as 

Of Fffb 2012 

9u*WMirv by facility 

Auth 

Amount 

Auth for 

Ap pn Amount 

*M>n 

Amount 

TOA 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL PACILITIKS 

65. 97C 

65,970 

211.264 

221,264 

TROOP HOUSING PACILITIJSS 

127,539 

127.519 

127,539 

127,539 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

31.000 

31.000 

31,000 

31.000 

*** Total •** 

224.509 

224.509 

269. 203 

269,703 


Paciiity * I 


UNCLASSIFIED 


515 


UNCLASSIFIED 

JFY 2012 Military Construction Total Obllgatiemal Authority 
Any 

By Typa Of Facility 



{$ Thousands} 


Data as 

of Feb 2012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Summary bv Facility 

Amount 

Appn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

20,000 

20,000 

20,000 

20 , 000 

TROOP HOUSING PACILITISS 

29.000 

29,000 

29.000 

29,000 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

31, 000 

31,000 

31.000 

u.ooo 

*"* Total *** 

80.000 

80,000 

80,000 

80, D00 


Facility * 2 


UNCLASSIFIED 


516 


unclassified 


ry 2012 Military Construction Total Obllc*tion»l Authority 


Su— »ry by facility 
OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

*** Total '** 


Navy 

Sy Typ* Of Facility 
($ Thousands) 


Data as of Feb 2012 


Auth Auth for 

mount Appn Aatount 

45,970 45.970 


Ajppn 

Amount 

91.184 


TOA 
Amount 
91, 164 


98,539 


98,539 


98,539 98,539 


144.509 


144,509 189,703 


189,703 


Facility - 3 


UNCLASSIFIED 


517 


UNCLASSIFIED 

F¥ 2012 Military Construction Total Obligations! Authority 

Act i va Tore** 

By Typ* Of Facility 



{$ Thousands) 


Data att of 

Feb 3012 


Auth 

Auth for 

Appn 

TOA 

Stawaary fey Facility 

Amount 

A ppn Amount 

Amount 

Amount 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

«S,970 

65.970 

III , 164 

m, i64 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

121,53* 

127.S39 

127,539 

127,539 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

31,000 

31,000 

31,000 

31,000 

Total *** 

224, S09 

224,509 

269.703 

263,703 


Facility * 4 


UNCLASSIFIED 


518 


UNCLASSIFIED 


FY 2012 Military can* taction Total Obligation#! Authority 


gvunwry by facility 
OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 

TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 

UTILITY FACILITIES 

»*♦ TOC*l *** 


Military Conatruction 
By Type Of facility 

(9 Thouaandal Data as of Feb 20 t2 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Aggn Amount 

65.970 65.970 

127,539 127,539 

31,000 31,000 

224.509 224,509 


Appn 

Aaaount 

111.164 

127,539 

33.000 

269. 703 


TCA 

Aiiount 

111.164 

127,539 

31,000 

269.703 


Facility * 5 


UNCLASSIFIED 


519 


UNCLASSIFIED 

rt 2012 Military Construction Total Obligation*! Authority 


Act i vs , National Guard, «md tatKvt fores* 
By Typo OT fsoility 
18 Thousands) 




Install scion BC Prelect 

OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 
Array 

BAG RAN AIR BASS. AFGHANISTAN AP Entry Control Point 

•* Arm y 

**• Amy Total for OPERATIONAL facilities 
N avy 

SH ASIA Bl waterfront Development Phase 4 

CMP UWCNlflR. DJIBOUTI W Aircraft Logistics Apron 

CAMP L8H0JUER. DJIBOUTI DJ railway Enhancement 

•* Navy 

»*♦ Navy Total for operational facilities 
T otal OPERATIONAL FACILITIES 


Auth Auth for 

Amount Appn Amount 

20,000 20.000 



Data as of rets 2012 

Appn TOA 

Amount Amount 


20,000 20.000 

30,000 20.000 


45,194 es.m 
15, 170 15, 170 
10,300 10,300 


91,134 91,134 


91, 134 91.164 


TROOP HOUSING PACILITISS 
Army 

HAG RAM AIR BASS, AFGHANISTAN AF BarracKB, Ph 5 

*» Army 

*** Army Tocal for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 
Navy 

SW ASIA Bl Bachelor Enlisted Quarters 

CMP LBM0NIKA. DJIBOUTI OJ Bachelor Quarters 

*• Navy 

Navy Total for TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 
Total TROOP HOUSING FACILITIES 



29,000 
29, 000 
29,000 


55,010 

41.529 


98,519 


93.519 



55,010 

43.529 


98,519 


98, 539 


127,539 


55.010 55,010 

43.529 41.529 


98.539 98,519 


98,539 98,539 


127,539 127,539 


UTILITY FACILITIES 
Army 

BAG RAM air BASS. AFGHANISTAN ap Construct Drainage System. Ph 3 

*• Army 

»•« Array Tocal for UTILITY facilities 
T ocal UTILITY FACILITIES 


31.000 

31.000 


Facility - 6 


UHCLASazriED 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CCNSTEDCTICN (Part I) 

(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUMBER 

PROTECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION 

PAGE 

Alaska 

Joint Base Elmendorf -Richardson (USARPAC) 






61731 

Modified Record Fire Range 


7,900 

7,900 

C 

3 


Subtotal Joint Base Elmendorf -Richardson Part 1$ 

7,900 

7,900 




Fort. Wainwright (IMCCM) 





7 

61681 

Modified Record Fire Range 


10,400 

10,400 

C 

9 


Subtotal Fort Wainwright Part I 

$ 

10,400 

10,400 




* TOTAL MCA K)R Alaska 

$ 

18,300 

18,300 



California 

Military Ocean Terminal Concord (AMC) 





15 

76086 

Lightning Protection System 


5,800 

5,800 

C 

17 

76091 

Engineering/Housing Maintenance Shop 


3,100 

3,100 

c 

20 


Subtotal Military Ocean Terminal Concord Part 1$ 

8,900 

8,900 




* TOTAL MCA FDR California 

$ 

8,900 

8,900 



Colorado 

Fort Carson (IMCCM) 





25 

59626 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


18,000 

18,000 

c 

27 


Subtotal Port Carson Part I 

$ 

18,000 

18,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Colorado 

$ 

18,000 

18,000 



District of Columbia Fort McNair ( IMCCM) 





33 

78054 

Vehicle Storage Building, Installation 


7,200 

7,200 

c 

35 


Subtotal Fort McNair Part I 

$ 

7,200 

7,200 




* TOTAL MCA FOR District of Columbia 

$ 

7,200 

7,200 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY OBSTRUCTION (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 
INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


STATE INSTALLATICN (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Georgia Fort Benning (IMCOM) 41 


77416 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 


16,000 

16,000 

C 

43 


Subtotal Fort Benning Part I 

$ 

16,000 

16,000 




Fort Gordon (IMCCM) 





47 

61498 

Modified Record Fire Range 


4,000 

4,000 

C 

49 

67017 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


7,100 

7,100 

C 

52 

77419 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 


12,200 

12,200 

C 

56 


Subtotal Fort Gordon Part I 

$ 

23,300 

23,300 




Fort Stewart (IMCCM) 





59 

57794 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


22,000 

22,000 

C 

61 

67019 

Automated Ccmbat Pistol Qua! Crse 


3,650 

3,650 

C 

65 

73008 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


24,000 

24,000 

C 

69 


Subtotal Fort Stewart Part I 

$ 

49,650 

49,650 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Georgia 

$ 

88, 950 

88,950 





Schofield Barracks { IMCCM) 





75 

76586 

Barracks 


41,000 

41,000 

C 

77 

76587 

Barracks 


55,000 

55,000 

C 

81 


Pohakuloa Training Area 






66023 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 


29,000 

29,000 

C 

85 


Wheeler Army Air Field 






76903 

Ccmbat Aviation Brigade Barracks 


85,000 

85,000 

C 

89 


Subtotal Schofield Barracks Part I 

$ 

210,000 

210,000 




* TOIAL MCA FOR Hawaii 

$ 

210,000 

210,000 





Fort Riley (IMCCM) 




95 

80114 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


12,200 

12,200 C 

97 


Subtotal Fbrt Riley Part I 

$ 

12,200 

12,200 



* TOTAL MCA FDR Kansas 

$ 

12,200 

12,200 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CCNSTRIXTICN {Part I) 

(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT - AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUYBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Kentucky 

Fort Campbell (IMCCM) 





103 

61810 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 


55,000 

55,000 

C 

105 

71712 

Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 


3,800 

3,800 

C 

108 

76239 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


23,000 

23,000 

C 

111 


Subtotal Fort Campbell Part I 

$ 

81,800 

81,800 




Fort Kick (IMCCM) 





115 

05924 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 


6,000 

6,000 

C 

117 


Subtotal Ftrt Knox Part I 

$ 

6,000 

6,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Kentucky 

$ 

87,800 

87,800 



Missouri 

Fort Leonard wood (IMCCM) 





123 

54489 

Trainee Barracks Complex 3, Ph 2 


58,000 

58,000 

C 

125 

65679 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 


39,000 

39,000 

C 

129 

66099 

Battalion Complex Facilities 


26,000 

26,000 

C 

133 


Subtotal Fort Leonard Wood Part I 

$ 

123,000 

123,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Missouri 

$ 

123,000 

123,000 



New Jersey 

Joint Base McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst (AMC) 






71675 

Flight Equipment Complex 


47,000 

47,000 

C 

139 


Subtotal JB McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst Part I 

$ 

47,000 

47,000 




Picatirmy Arsenal (IMCCM) 





143 

51519 

Ballistic Evaluation Center 


10,200 

10,200 

C 

145 


Subtotal Picatinny Arsenal Part I 

$ 

10,200 

10,200 




* TOTAL MCA FOR New Jersey 

$ 

57,200 

57,200 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NIM3ER 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

FISCAL YEAR 2013 

MILITARY CCNSTRUCITCN (Part 

(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS} 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

INSTALLATION (COMMAND) 

PROJECT TITLE 

I) 

NEW/ 

ADIHORIZATICN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

New York 

Fort Drum (IMCCM) 





151 

80246 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


95,000 

95,000 

C 

153 


Subtotal Fort Drum Part I 

$ 

95,000 

95,000 




United States Military Academy (IMCCM) 





157 

79933 

Cadet Barracks 


192,000 

192,000 

C 

159 


Subtotal United States Military Academy Part I $ 

192,000 

192,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR New York 

$ 

287,000 

287,000 



North Carolina 

Fort Bragg (IMCCM) 





165 

55121 

Aerial Gunnery Range 


42,000 

42,000 

C 

167 

78499 

Infrastructure 


30,000 

30,000 

c 

171 

80112 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


26,000 

26,000 

c 

175 


Subtotal Fort Bragg Part I 

$ 

98,000 

98,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR North Carolina 

$ 

98,000 

98,000 



Oklahoma 

Port Sill (IMCCM) 





181 

67037 

Modified Record Fire Range 


4,900 

4,900 

c 

183 


Subtotal Fort Sill Part I 

$ 

4,900 

4,900 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Oklahoma 

$ 

4,900 

4,900 



South Carolina 

Fort Jackson (IMCCM) 





189 

58970 

Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 


24,000 

24,000 

c 

191 


Subtotal Fort Jackson Part I 

$ 

24,000 

24,000 




* TX7IAL MCA FOR South Carolina 

$ 

24,000 

24,000 
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DEPRRlMHtfT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY OBSTRUCTION (Part I) 

(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AOTHORIZATICN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Texas 

Fort Bliss { IMOCM) 





197 

66911 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


7,200 

7,200 

C 

199 


Subtotal Fort Bliss Part I 

$ 

7,200 

7,200 




Corpus Christi Arm/ Depot (AMC) 






45116 

Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop 


13 , 200 

13,200 

C 

203 

55460 

Aircraft Paint Shop 


24 , 000 

24,000 

C 

206 


Subtotal Corpus Christi Army Depot Part I 

$ 

37,200 

37,200 




Fort Hood (IMOCM} 





209 

67020 

Modified Record Fire Range 


4,200 

4,200 

C 

211 

71120 

Training Aids Center 


25,000 

25,000 

c 

214 

80113 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex. 


22,000 

22,000 

c 

217 


Subtotal Fort Hoed Part I 

$ 

51,200 

51,200 




Joint Base San Antonio (IMOCM) 






68530 

Barracks 


21,000 

21,000 

c 

221 


Subtotal Joint Base San Antonio Part I 

$ 

21,000 

21,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Texas 

$ 

116,600 

116,600 



Virginia 

Arlington National Cemetery (ANC) 






80788 

Cemetery Expansion Millennium Site 


84,000 

84,000 

c 

227 


Subtotal Arlington National Cemetery Part I 

$ 

84,000 

84,000 




Fort Bel voir { IMOCM) 





231 

58849 

Secure Admin/Operations Facility 


94,000 

94,000 

c 

233 


Subtotal Fort Belvoir Part I 

$ 

94,000 

94,000 




Fort Lee (IMCOM) 





237 

33771 

Adv Individual Training Barracks Cplx, Ph2 


81,000 

81,000 

c 

239 


Subtotal Fort Lee Part I 

$ 

81,000 

81,000 




* TOTAL MCA FDR Virginia 

$ 

259,000 

259,000 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY ODNSTKOCTICN (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 
INSIDE THE UNTIED STATES 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Washington Joint Base Lewis-McChord (IMCQM) 245 

64456 Battalion Oottplex 73,000 73,000 C 247 

75165 Waste Water Treatment Plant 91,000 91,000 C 250 

Yakima Firing Center 

67545 Cbnvcy Live Fire Range 5,100 5,100 C 254 


Subtotal Joint Base Lewis-McChord Part I $ 169,100 169,100 

* TOTAL MCA FOR Washington $ 169,100 169,100 


** TOTAL INSIDE THE UNITED STATES FOR MCA $ 1,590,150 1,590,150 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTICN {Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS} 
GDIS IDE THE UNITED STATES 


STATE 

PROJECT 

INSTALLATION (COMMAND) 



NEW/ 









NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Italy 


Italy Various (IMOOM) 




259 



Canp Ederle 






71911 

Barracks 

36,000 

36,000 

C 

261 



Vicenza Mil Qnty 






64079 

Simulations Center 

32,000 

32,000 

C 

265 



Subtotal Italy Various Part I 

$ 68,000 

68,000 





* TOTAL MCA FOR Italy 

$ 68,000 

68,000 



Japan 


Japan Various (IMOOM) 




271 



Sagami 






62663 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

18,000 

18,000 

C 

273 



Subtotal Japan Various Part I 

$ 18,000 

18,000 





Okinawa (IMCCM) 




277 


62783 

Satellite Communications Facility 

78,000 

78,000 

C 

279 



Subtotal Okinawa Part I 

$ 78,000 

78,000 





* TOTAL MCA FOR Japan 

$ 96,000 

96,000 



Korea 


Korea Various (IMCCM) 




285 



camp Humphreys 






76196 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 

45,000 

45, 000 

C 

287 



Subtotal Korea Various Part I 

$ 45,000 

45,000 





* TOTAL MCA FOR Korea 

$ 45,000 

45,000 




** TOTAL OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES FOR MCA 


$ 


209,000 


209,000 
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DEPARTMENT OF TOE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CCNSTRUCTIQN {Part 1} 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 
WORLDWIDE 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) 


PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST 

PAGE 

Worldwide Various 

Planning and Design (PINGDES) 






Planning and Design Host Nation 





66744 

Host Nation Support FY 13 


0 

34,000 

293 

66746 

Planning and Design FY13 


0 

65,173 

295 


Subtotal Planning and Design Part I 

$ 

0 

99,173 



Minor Construction (MINOR) 





66748 

Minor Construction FY 13 


0 

25,000 

297 


Subtotal Minor Construction Part I 

$ 

0 

25,000 



* TOTAL MCA FOR Worldwide Various 

$ 

0 

124,173 


** TOTAL WORLDWIDE FOR MCA 

$ 

0 

124,173 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) TOTAL 

$ 

1,799,150 

1,923,323 



Total 

Cbst of New Mission Projects 

(0) 

$ 

0 

Total 

Cost of Current Mission Projects 

(52) 

$ 

1,799,150 

Total 

Cost of other line items 

(3) 

$ 

124,173 

Ttotal 

Cost of FY 2013 MCA Projects 

(55) 

$ 

1,923,323 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) FY 2013 

COMMAND SUMMARY 


MAJOR ARMY COMMAND NAME 


AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION 
REQUEST REQUEST 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


US Array Materiel Command 
Arlington National Cemetary 
US Array Installation Management Command 
US Array Pacific 


93,100 

84,000 

1,405,150 

7,900 


93,100 

84,000 

1,405,150 

7,900 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


US Army Installation Management Command 


209,000 209,000 


WORLDWIDE 


Military Construction, Army Minor 
Planning and Design 


0 25,000 

0 99,173 


TOTAL 


1,799,150 1,923,323 
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Budget Summary 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 


The military construction program for the active Army shown in the schedules of 
this title is summarized in the following tabulation: 

FISCAL YEAR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 

APPROPRIATIONS f$l 


2013 

$1,923,323,000 

2012 

$3,006,491,000 

2011 

$3,824,782,000 


1. Major Construction . The MCA major construction program is one of the most visible 
means of improving the working and living conditions of Army personnel. This 
program provides for military construction projects in the United States and overseas as 
authorized in currently effective Military Construction Acts and in this year's request 
for Authorizations and Appropriations. 

This request funds the Army's most critical facility needs for the following Army 
initiatives: (1) Recapitalization of aging facilities, (2) Transformation to a Modular Force 
(AMF), and (3) Range and Training facilities. Within these initiatives are the final 
projects required to support unit stationing actions associated with the Global Defense 
Posture Realignment (GDPR), as well as the fielding of unmanned aerial systems. 

Other Army investment priorities include recapitalization of inadequate Permanent 
Party and Training Barracks. Within each construction project is a cost estimate to meet 
various energy security requirements. 

2. Minor Construction . Provision is made for construction of future unspecified 
projects that have not been individually authorized by law but are determined to be 
urgent requirements and do not cost more than the amounts specified in 10 USC 2805. 
Projects awarded with these funds may not exceed $2 million. They may be awarded 
up to $3.0 million if there is a threat to life, health, or safety that cannot be mitigated 
with O&M funds, and deferral of the construction project until the next Military 
Construction Authorization Act poses an unacceptable and imminent risk to military 
personnel. 

3. Planning & Design . This provides for necessary planning of military construction 
projects including design, host nation support, standards, surveys, studies, and other 
related activities. In general, design funds requested in fiscal year 2013 will be used to 
design projects in the Army's Fiscal Years 2014 and 2015 programs. Per policy guidance 
issued by the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations, Energy, and the 
Environment) on 27 October 2010, all new construction projects will be designed to 
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Budget Summary 


achieve reduced energy consumption at or below the levels specified in ASHRAE 
Standard 189.1 Section 7. Compliance shall be to the extent project funds and 
technology allows. On-site renewable energy requirements in ASHRAE Standard 189.1, 
Section 7, may be met on an installation-wide or program-wide basis. 
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Appropriation Language 


Department of Defense 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 
Fiscal Year 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY 

For acquisition, construction, installation, and equipment of temporary or permanent 
public works, military installations, facilities, and real property for the Army as 
currently authorized by law, including personnel in the Army Corps of Engineers and 
other personal services necessary for the purposes of this appropriation, and for 
construction and operation of facilities in support of the functions of the Commander in 
Chief, $1,923,323,000, to remain available until September 30, 2017: Provided, That of 
this amount, not to exceed $99,173,000 shall be available for study, planning, design, 
architect and engineer services, and host nation support, as authorized by law, unless 
the Secretary of Defense determines that additional obligations are necessary for such 
purposes and notifies the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress of 
the determination and the reasons therefore. 
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Special Program Considerations 


Requirement for Authorization to fund additional F¥ 2013 Projects: 

The Army has identified two projects for which there is a vital need, but for which neither 
authorization of appropriation nor appropriation are being requested in this budget submission. 
These projects are tied to emerging high priority requirements. Obtaining the requested authority 
would give the Army flexibility to address these priorities prior to the Fiscal Year 2014 budget 
request using previously appropriated Military Construction, Army funds, if available. 

Fort Carson Central Energy Plant. PN 080433 

ST Location Description Estimated PA f$ millions') 

CO Fort Carson Central Energy Plant $34.0 

This project will provide a central energy plant for facilities associated with stationing the 1 3th 
Combat Aviation Brigade at Fort Carson. The plant will provide energy to all facilities at the 
Wilderness Road and Butts Army Airfield complexes. The project is critical to designation of 
Fort Carson as a NetZero Energy/Water/Waste Installation. This requirement was identified 
after budget lock and was not included in the FY2013 budget request. A DD Form 1391 is 
provided at page xix. 

Kwaialein Pier. PN 059779 

ST Location Description Estimated PA f$ millions') 

KW Kwajalein Atoll Pier $62.0 

This project will upgrade and modernize the existing pier by encircling the footprint of the pier 
with steel sheet piling, filling the enclosed area with suitable material, and installing new 
concrete decking. Splash zone areas of the steel wall will be encapsulated with a reinforced 
concrete cap. If this project is not provided, U.S. Army Kwajalein Atoll (USAKA) will continue 
to rely on a single berthing point for all cargo operations. The size and location of the berth 
severely restrict critical supply activities at Kwajalein because only one ship can berth for 
unloading or loading at any given time. The limited draft at the berth restricts the type and size 
of ships that can berth at Kwajalein. Without this project the pier will continue to deteriorate, 
risking catastrophic failure that could cripple mission operations for USAKA and supported 
agencies. A DD Form 1391 is provided at page xxiii. 


Requirement for Additional Scope Authorization: 

Fort Belvoir Road and Access Control Point. FY 2010 

The Army requested, and Congress authorized and appropriated, $9.5 million in FY10 for 
construction of an access control point and entrance road on Fort Belvoir. The project is 
required to provide safe, secure, controlled access from Richmond Highway (US Route 1). 
Upon completion of final design it was determined that, due to an oversight, the authorized DD 
Form 1391 did not include sufficient scope to construct an access control point fully compliant 
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with current Army standards. A corrected DD Form 1391 is provided at page xxvii and correct 
primary scope is listed below. If additional funds are required for this project, the Army will 
provide a cost variation notification in accordance with Title 10 US Code, Section 2853, and a 
reprogramming request if necessary. 


ST Location 
VA Fort Belvoir 


Description tLine item) 

Road and Access Control Point 

Unit 

Ouantitv 

(Access Road/Pavement) 

SY 

78,610 

(Vehicle Inspection Canopy) 

SF 

3,120 

(Gatehouse) 

SF 

840 

(Search Building) 

SF 

660 

(Search Area Shelter) 

SF 

50 

(Guard Booth) 

EA 

3 

(Overwatch Station) 

SF 

36 

(Truck Inspection Canopy) 

SF 

2,080 

(ID Check Canopy) 

SF 

5,248 

(Passive Vehicle Guardrail) 

LF 

5,466 

(Traffic Control) 

EA 

11 

(Diesel Generator & Switchgear) 

EA 

1 

(Active Vehicle Barrier) 

EA 

4 

(Security Fence) 

LF 

4,935 

(Main Entrance Gate & structures) 

EA 

1 

(IDS Installation) 

LS 


(CCTV Installation) 

LS 


(Sustainability/Energy Measures) 

LS 


(Building Information Systems) 

LS 
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PRIMARY FACILITY 
Central Energy Plant 
Hot Water Lines 
Chilled Water Lines 
EMCS Connection 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Total from Continuation page 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp( 480) Demo{ ) 

Information Systems 
Ant it error ism Measures 



QUANTITY 


1 -- 


8,291 ( 

27,200) 

8,291 ( 

27,200) 


13300766] 

697.57] 

944.5:“ 




COST ($000) 
27,252 
(13,301) 
(5,783) 
(7,831) 
(135) 
(60) 
(142) 
2,114 
(406) 
(391) 
(215) 
(130) 
(480) 
(444) 
(48) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


10. Description of proposed construction Construct a Central Energy Plant (CEP) for the 

Butts Army Airfield (BAAF) and Wilderness Road Complex (WRC) plateau area at 
Fort Carson, Colorado. The primary facility will produce electricity and hot 
and cold water. The plant will be capable of using renewable energy and 
bio-based fuels. The CEP will include power generation, heat exchangers, 
boilers, hot and cold water distribution lines, associated pumps, piping and 
controls, and energy storage. The project also includes mechanical and 
electrical systems, information systems, fire protection and alarm systems, 
and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. Sustainability and 
energy enhancement measures are included. Supporting facilities include site 
development, utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, 
curbs, and gutters, low impact development precipitation management, 
information systems, landscaping and signage. Force Protection measures will 
be in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism 
for Buildings. Air Conditioning (Estimated 106 kWr/30 Tons). 

11. REQ: 1 EA ADQT: NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a Central Energy Plant (CEP) for the Butts Army Airfield 
and Wilderness Road Complex at Fort Carson Colorado. (Current Mission) 
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PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Antiterrorism Measures LS -- -- (90) 

Building Information Systems LS -- -- (52 ) 

Total 142 


REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide heating and air 

conditioning in support of the master plan at Fort Carson. The central utility 
demand comes from current and ongoing construction at the Butts Army Airfield 
and the Wilderness Road Complex. This energy plant will support stationing at 
these two locations. Fort Carson has been designated a Net-Zero (Energy) 
installation for the Army. 

CURRENT SITUATION: A central energy plant was not considered earlier because 

the stationing decision of a Combat Aviation Brigade (CAB) was delayed. The 
requirement is now urgent . The delay created uncertainty that any or part of 
the required facilities required would be built. The programming milestones 
for it to become a FY13 project were missed while waiting for the stationing 
action to become final. The subsequent large-scale growth coupled with the 
energy conservation advocacy by the Army required insertion in FY13. A 
substantial number of mission essential facilities will be built in close 
succession and physical proximity to each other. A central energy plant 
becomes an ideal application when a large number of buildings are clustered 
close to each other. Four FY2011 projects have started, six FY2012 are about 
to be awarded and one project is proposed for FY2013. The plant helps Fort 
Carson achieve Net- Zero as designated by the Secretary of the Army. This is 
both an effort by the Army to be compliant with energy conservation 
legislation and employ emergent technology. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided the energy 

conservation measures in support of Net-Zero goals cannot be achieved. The CAB 
projects will need additional authorization for self-contained units if the 
energy plant is not built and connected to the facilities. Far less efficient, 
individual heating/cooling would be used without this project. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
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1 . COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


ARMY j 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


Fort Carson, 

4. PROJECT TITLE 


Colorado 

[5, PROJECT NUMBER 


Central Energy Plant 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


DD 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Kwajalein Atoll, Kwajalein 











9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 








Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM {M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 





Anti terror ism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(460) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

-- 


(95) 




Total 

555 

REQUIREMENT: This project is 

required 

to upgrade and 

modernize the pier 

in 


support of mission activities at Kwajalein Atoll. This pier is the primary 
supply point at U.S. Army Kwajalein Atoll (USAKA) providing loading and 
unloading operations of essential cargo and personnel in support of USAKA' s 
critical mission support activities. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing pier at U.S. Army Kwajalein Atoll (USAKA) 

was originally constructed in the early 1940' s by the Japanese Imperial Navy 
during World War II. The present configuration of the pier is the result of a 
series of alteration and repair projects completed from WWII to the present. 
These alterations and repairs were accomplished in piecemeal fashion and as a 
result, different areas of the pier have various as-built conditions and load 
carrying capacities. In addition, the severe corrosive environmental 
conditions prevalent at Kwajalein have severely deteriorated the structural 
components of the pier and further reduced load carrying capacities. A 
detailed underwater inspection revealed several areas of the pile supported 
pier in "failing" or "poor" condition, especially in areas supported by steel 
H-piles that are severely corroded. As a result, a load rating study of the 
pier was performed by the Honolulu District, Corps of Engineers, which 
resulted in three primary areas being condemned for any vehicular loads, and a 
large area of the pier deemed unsuitable to support mobile crane loads during 
cargo unloading and loading operations. Since the original inspection, 
additional non-technical dives have identified even more structural components 
have failed and no vehicle traffic is allowed on Echo Pier in the Charlie, 
Delta and Echo Berth areas. This severely limits the capacity of the pier to 
support mission critical operations. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, U.S. Army Kwajalein 

Atoll (USAKA) will have to continue to rely on Berth Foxtrot as the single 
berthing point for any cargo operations. Berth Foxtrot is located on the 
approach arm that leads to the main section of the Echo Pier (containing 
Charlie, Delta and Echo Berths) . The physical size and location of Berth 
Foxtrot severely restricts the critical supply activities at Kwajalein because 
only one ship can berth for unloading/loading at any given time. Also, the 
limited draft at Berth Foxtrot restricts the type and size of ships that can 
berth at Kwajalein. Without this project Echo Pier and Berth Foxtrot will 
continue to deteriorate at an accelerated rate, risking a catastrophic failure 
that could cripple mission operations for USAKA and supported agencies. 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Kwajalein Atoll, Kwajalein 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Pier 



59779 


IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: (CONTINUED) 

Further attempts to repair the existing pile supported pier in piecemeal 
fashion is not considered a viable option due to the demonstrated continual 
deterioration inherent with that design. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. An economic analysis has been 
prepared and utilized in evaluating this project. This project is the most 
cost-effective method to satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Array (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 805-355-3360 

nn form ncnr previous editions may be used internally 

1 DEC 76 y until exhausted 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Fort Bel voir 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Road and Access Control Point 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 9,500 


141 

80573 

Approp 9,500 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 





3,847 

Access Road/Pavement 

m2 (SF) 

65,728 ( 707,490) 

18.62 

(1,224) 

Vehicle Inspection Canopy 

m2 (SF) 

289.86 { 3,120) 

340.68 

<99! 

Gatehouse 

m2 (SF) 

78.04 ( 840) 

1,856 

(145) 

Search Building 

m2 (SF) 

61.32 ( 660) 

1,649 

(101) 

Search Area Shelter 

m2 (SF) 

4.65 ( 50) 

1,083 

(5) 

Total from Continuation page 




(2,273) 





4,755 

Electric Service 


-- 

.. 

(971) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(298) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(462) 

Storm Drainage 


-- 

— 

(250) 

Site Imp( 999) Demo( ) 


-- 

-- 

(999) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,745) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 



(30) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




8,602 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




430 

SUBTOTAL 




9,032 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




515 

TOTAL REQUEST 




9,547 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




9,500 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


io. D escription of proposed construction Construct an access road and control point. 

Project will include a two lane access road, vehicle inspection canopy, 
gatehouse, search building, search area shelter, guard booth, overwatch 
station. Truck Inspection Canopy, ID Check Canopy, Passive Vehicle Guardrail 
and traffic control, installation of intrusion detection systems (IDS), and 
building information systems. Supporting facilities include electrical 
service, water and wastewater lines, storm drainage, improvements, removal of 
asphalt pavement, relocation of communications lines, and information systems. 
Supporting facilites costs include relocating communications, water, and waste 
water lines, and an electrical substation. Heating and air conditioning will 
be provided by stand alone systems. Antiterrorism measures include laminated 
glazing in reinforced frames and reinforced exterior doors. Sustainable Design 
and Development (SDD) and Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct05) features will be 
provided. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. 
Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design servics are 
required. Air Conditioning (Estimated 53 kWr/15 Tons) . 


11 . 


REQ: 1,143,597 m2 ADQT: 156,192 m2 SUBSTD: 451,808 m2 

PROJECT ; Construct access road with access control point at Fort Belvoir, 
iVirginia. (Current Mission) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Fort Belvoir, Virginia 

4. PROJECT TITLE 




5 . PROJECT 

NUMBER 


Road and Access Control Point 





80573 

9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Guard Booth 

EA 


3 -- 


29,555 

(89) 

Overwatch Station 

m2 

!SF) 

3.34 ( 

36) 

8,838 

(30) 

Truck Inspection Canopy 

m2 

(SP) 

193.24 { 

2,080) 

388.58 

(75) 

ID Check Canopy 

m2 

tSF) 

487.55 ( 

5,248) 

265.55 

(129) 

Passive Vehicle Guardrail 

m 

(LFS 

1,666 { 

5,466) 

482.51 

(804) 

Traffic Control 

EA 


11 -- 


3,487 

(38) 

Diesel Generator & Switchgear 

EA 


1 -- 


37,831 

(38) 

Active Vehicle Barrier 

EA 


4 -- 


65,022 

(260) 

Security Fence 

m 

(LF) 

1,504 ( 

4,935) 

202.56 

(305) 

Main Entrance Gate & structures 

EA 


1 -- 


443,330 

(443) 

IDS Installation 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(9) 

CCTV Installation 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(4) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


. -- 


-- 

(7) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(42) 






Total 

2,273 


REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide safe, force protection 

compliant, controlled access from Richmond Highway (US Route 1) onto Fort 
Belvoir North Post. It will provide an access control point (ACP) meeting 
Department of Defense (DoD) and Army Antiterrorism/force protection standards 
with sufficient marshalling area and an adequate vehicle inspection station. 
This project is required to provide a second access onto North Post reducing 
congestion on Gunston Road and providing alternate access during periods of 
heightened force protection conditions. 

CURRENT S I TUAT I ON : The only access from US Route 1 onto to North Post is via 

Woodlawn Gate (Route 618). The existing ACP is inadequate. Constructed after 
the September 11, 2001 terrorist attack, the ACP does not meet DoD criteria 
for an ACP. There is insufficient staging area, the vehicle inspection station 
is temporary, the guard post is not hardened and there is no overhead cover. 
The configuration of the ACP places the guard force at risk of being hit by 
vehicles while performing their force protection duties. To provide sufficient 
marshalling area, relocation of the vehicle inspection station and control 
points is required, 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the level of 

service on U.S. Highway 1 will be such that there will be a slowdown in 
traffic flow resulting in extreme congestion during peak periods. 
Antiterrorism/Force Protection will not be provided in accordance with Army 
Design standards . Control and inspection of vehicles and personnel entering 
the installation will be inadequate, and military and contract law enforcement 
personnel will continue to be at risk due to inadequate separation from 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2010 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Belvoir, 

Virginia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Road and Access Control Point 


80573 


IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: (CONTINUED) 

vehicles and inadequate protective facilities. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti terror ism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army {Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


[Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: (703) 806-3017 

nF) FORM i^Qip PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 

UU 1 SEC 76 ■*■***■'- UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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PAGE NO. 1 



. COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


6 . CATEGORY CODE 

7 .PROJECT NUMBER 




Auth 7 

178 

61731 

Afprop ? 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Modified Record Fire Range 
Range Operations Control Area 
Classroom Building 
Operations/Storage Building 
Latrine 

Total from Continuation page 





QUANTITY 

16 -- 


1 -- 


85.47 { 

920) 

85.47 ( 

920) 

1 -- 






POST ($000) 
6,764 
(4,769) 
(403) 



Electric Service 
Site Imp( 159) Demo( 
Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


io .Dascription of proposed construction Construct a standard Modified Record Fire (MRF) 

Range. Primary facilities include the range, range operations control area, 
classroom building, operations/storage building, latrine, bleacher enclosure, 
covered mess, ammunition breakdown building, modernize range control tower, 
special foundations, fire alarm system, and building information systems. 
Supporting facilities include electric service, site improvements, and 
information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 14 kWr/4 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 16 FP ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: 16 FP 

PROJECT ; Construct a standard Modified Record Fire Range at Joint Base 
Elmendorf- Richardson, Alaska. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The Modified Record Fire Range is required to provide basic war 

fighting marksmanship skills for all Soldiers and multiple other Department of 
Defense (DoD) personnel to prepare for worldwide operations and deployments. 
The Range is used to train and test Soldiers on the skills necessary to 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARMY j 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


06 FEB 2Q12 


Joint Base Elmendorf -Richardson, Alaska 
4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


Modified Record Fire Range 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


1 -- 


172,577 

(173) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

2,447 

(182) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

21.09 ( 

227) 

10,338 

(218) 

Modernize Range Control Tower 

EA 


1 -- 


50, 000 

(50) 

Special Foundations 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(39) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(14) 






Total 

676 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

detect, identify, engage, and defeat stationary targets for day/night 
qualification requirements with the M16 and M4 series rifles. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Currently Joint Base Elmendorf -Richardson does not have a 

suitable training area that meets the requirements needed for a standard 
Modified Record Fire {MRF) Range. The existing Record Fire Range does not have 
the same configuration or number of targets as a MRF and the existing targetry 
is obsolete. The mission of combat readiness is hindered due to the lack of 
existing ranges which can fully support the current doctrine and targetry 
systems . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, existing ranges 

cannot adequately meet the training throughput for Army, Air Force, Coast 
Guard, Army National Guard, and Marine Reserve units that train at Joint Base 
Elmendorf -Richardson. These units will continue to train under circumstances 
that will negatively impact the degree of proficiency required for combat. 
ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base Elmendorf -Richardson, Alaska 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

[Modified Record Fire Range 


61731 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started AUG 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 0Q 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Jackson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) * (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 375 

(b) All Other Design Costs , 205 

(c) Total Design Cost 580 

(d) Contract 375 

(e) In-house 205 


(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 
Phone Number: 907-384-3000 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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FY 2013 MILITARY COSISTRUCTICN PROGAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

I 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. OCMMAND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Fort Wainwright 


US Army Installation Management Gcmmand 


Alaska 



1.89 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 UN 2011 831 5597 1089 0 0 0 10 115 1898 9,540 

B. END BY 2017 776 5486 1153 0 0 0 10 115 1899 9,439 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 648,830 ha (1,603,289 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 




CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN 

STATUS 

CODE NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

178 61681 

Modified Record Fire Range 

10,400 

08/2010 

10/2012 


TOTAL 

10,400 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CCOE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 

141 Aviation Battalion Ccrtpl ex 46,000 

211 Aviation Storage Hangar 58,000 

TOTAL 104,000 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS : 

Fort Wainwright garrisons elements of the 172nd Infantry Brigade and supporting organizations. It also 
provides on-post Army family housing for approximately 1860 families. Support includes training ranges and 
maneuver areas cn post and at the Donnelly Training Area. 


5,110,906 

1,045,658 

10,400 

104,000 

0 

1,114,998 

7,385,962 


DD 


1390 
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<xmpcnent 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CENSTRUCriCW PROGRAM 


. DATE 
06 FES 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Fort Wainwright, Alaska 


11. 0UISTANDIM3 POUOTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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l.CCMPONENT 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTAIIATICN AND LOCATION 

Fort Wainwright 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Modified Record Fire Range 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Path 10,400 

22212A 

178 

61681 

10,400 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


j ITEM 


QUANTITY 



iiiii'ii 1 i hi 1 1 1 i 




8,373 

Modified Record Fire Range 

FP 

16 -- 

416,328 

(6,661) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

490, 928 

(491) 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

86.31 { 929} 

4,951 

(427) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 

1 -- 

212,748 

(213) 

Covered Mess 

m2 (SF) 

74.32 ( 800) 

2,770 

(206) 

1 




(375) 





844 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

1 

(322) 

Site Imp( 423} Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 


(423) 

Information Systems 

LS 


1 

(99) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 





CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 





SUBTOTAL 



■ 


SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 




629 

TOTAL REQUEST 



~ 1 

10,307 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




10,400 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


lo. Daocription of proposed construction Construct a standard design Modified Record Fire 

(MRF) Range. Primary facilities include the MRF range, range operations 
control area, operations/ storage building, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, 
ammunition breakdown building, modernize range control tower, special 
foundations, fire alarm system, and building information systems. Supporting 
facilities include electric service, site improvements, and information 
systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 14 kWr/4 
Tons) . 


11. REQ: 16 FP ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: 16 FP 

PROJECT : Construct a modified standard design automated Modified Record Fire 
(MRF) Range at Fort Wainwright, Alaska. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This Modified Record Fire (MRF) Range is required to provide 


basic war fighting marksmanship skills for all Soldiers and multiple other 
Department of Defense (DoD) personnel stationed at Fort Wainwright to prepare 
for worldwide operations and deployments. The MRF Range is used to train and 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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Fort Wainwright, Alaska 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


Modified Record Fire Ranqe 



PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building m2 (SF) 
Modernize Range Control Tower EA 
Special Foundations LS 

Sustainability/Energy Measures LS 


09 ( 

227) 11,710 

(247) 

1 -- 

50,000 

(50) 

-- 

-- 

(65) 

-- 

-- 

(13) 


Total 

375 


REQUIREMENT : ( CONTINUED ) 

test Soldiers in the skills necessary to detect, identify, engage, and defeat 
stationary targets in a tactical array. This complex satisfies the training 
and qualification requirements of the M4/16 weapons. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Fort Wainwright does not have a suitable training area 

that meets the requirements. The existing M-16 Qualfication Range was built in 
1983 and does not have the automated scoring currently required and the 
existing targetry wiring is deteriorated. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the mission of 

combat readiness will be hindered due to the lack of existing ranges which can 
fully support the current doctrine and targetry systems. Units will continue 
to train under circumstances that will negatively impact the degree of 
proficiency required for combat. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti terrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started AUG 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 
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1 . COMPONENT 

FY 2013 

ARMY 

2 . DATE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Fort Wainwright, Alaska 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Modified Record Fire Range 

61681 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Jackson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) =* (a) + (b) OR (d)-f(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 550 

(b) All Other Design Costs 220 

(c) Total Design Cost 770 

(d) Contract 550 

(e) In-house 220 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start . . APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 


NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 907-361-7287 

nn FORM V5 Q 1 r PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY ' BE ' USED INTERNALLY 

1 DEC 76 iJ3i '' UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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DEPARTMENT OP THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CCNSTRUCnCN (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT - AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


California Military Ocean Terminal Concord (AMC) 15 

76086 Lightning Protection System 5,800 5,800 C 17 

76091 Engineering/Housing Maintenance Shcp 3,100 3,100 C 20 


Subtotal Military Ocean Terminal Concord Part 1$ 8,900 8,900 

* TOTAL MCA FOR California $ 8,900 8,900 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Mil Ocean Terminal Concord 

California 

4. COMMAND 

US Army Material Command 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

1.25 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 43 36 000 000 43 

B. END FY 2017 43 88 000 000 95 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 2,469 ha (6,100 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION EXCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


8,900 

0 


100 

552,873 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY 

PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

219 

76091 

Engineering/Housing Maintenance Sixp 

3,100 

02/2012 

11/2012 

892 

76086 

Lightning Protection System 

5,800 

12/2011 

10/2012 



TOTAL 

8,900 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS : 

Conduct full-spectrum terminal operations in the California geographic area of responsibility to 
safely and seamlessly deliver materiel and personnel in order to allow U.S. and Allied Forces to 
accomplish our Nation's objective. 


II. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES : 

A. AIR POLLUTION 


($ 000 ) 

0 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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cmpojstfr 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Mil Ocean Terminal Concord, California 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: . .CONTINUED) 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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1 1 . COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 





ITEM UM (M/E) 

TLITY 

Lightning Protection Systems EA 
Exterior Lighting m (LF) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 


i QUANTITY 

2 -- 


1,158 ( 

3,800) 




ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


10. Daacription of Proposed construction Provide lightning protection systems at 

classification yards. Each system will have a stand alone installation of 
poles and catenary lightning protection systems with ground loops. Exterior 
security lighting will also be provided. 

11. Rio7 2 EA ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Provide lightning protection system at Military Ocean Terminal, 

Concord (MOTCO) , California. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; Military Ocean Terminal Concord (MOTCO) is the primary 
Department of Defense (DoD) West Coast port for the shipment of containerized 
munitions during contingency operations. Safety standards require lightning 
protection systems for facilities handling explosives. Lightning Protection 
Systems (LPS) are required to ensure the safety of personnel involved in 
ammunition operations. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There are no lightning protection systems at 

classification yards. Exterior security lighting is also lacking in these same 
areas. Due to the nature of this requirement, there are no alternative 
facilities, on or off the installation or at nearby installations, that could 
be used to satisfy this requirement. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Military Ocean Terminal Concord, California 



; 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

Lightning Protection System 


76086 


IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The lack of a lightning protection system may 

increase risk of serious injuries to personnel and damage to critical 
infrastructure, or MOTCO will not be able to achieve or sustain the level of 
munitions throughput required to support a national defense emergency. This 
would severely impact the mission of MOTCO as the West Coast Port for shipment 
of containerized munitions during contingency situations. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started DEC 2 011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 5 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) + (b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 268 

(b) All Other Design Costs 214 

(c) Total Design Cost 482 

(d) Contract 268 

(e) In-house 214 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAY 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 


(6) Construction Completion SEP 2013 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations : 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

NONE 

Or Requested 

($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 925-246-4154 

nn form i-jQir previous editions may be used internally 

UU 1 DEC UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 
. ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2, DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Military Ocean Terminal Concord 
California 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Engineering /Housing Maintenance Shop 















3. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 


Engineer Maintenance Facility 
IDS Installation 
EMCS Connection 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
iStorm Drainage 
Site Imp( 50) Demo( 
Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 


95) 


UM (M/E) 

m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


QUANTITY 

836.13 { 9,000) 


UNIT COST 
2,583| 


COST ($000) 

2,317 

(2,160) 

( 10 ) 

( 12 ) 

(65) 

(40) 

(30) 

464 

(50) 

(47) 

(60) 

(30) 

(145) 

(95) 

(37) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


2,781 

139 


2,920 

166 


3,086 

3,100 

0 


io .Description of proposed construction Construct an Engineering/Housing Maintenance Shop. 
Primary facilities include shop space, parts storage, open administrative 
office space, conference room, copy/printing area, file/storage area, break 
room, restrooms and equipment storage. Primary facility also includes Energy 
;Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connections. Intrusion Detection System 
(IDS) installation, and building information systems. The facility will be 
designed to meet current seismic Zone 4 requirements. Sustainable design and 
energy and measures will be included. Supporting facilities will include site 
and building utility connections (water, sanitary and storm sewers, 
electrical, telephone, and local area network) . Paving and site improvements 
include exterior lighting, parking and sidewalks. Measures in accordance with 
the Department of Defense (DoD) Comprehensive building and furnishings related 
to interior design services are required. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life 
of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of 
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Demolish 2 buildings (TOTAL 1,358 m2/14,617 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 30 kWr/9 Tons) . 
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1. COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


ARMY | 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 .DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


Military Ocean Terminal Concord, 
4 . PROJECT TITLE 


California 

j 5 . PROJECT NUMBER 


Engineering/Housing Maintenance Shop 


76091 


11. REQ: 836 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD: 1,787 m2 

PROJECT ; Construct an Engineering/Housing Maintenance Shop at Military Ocean 
Terminal, Concord (MOTCO) , California. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : Adequate space is required for MOTCO personnel to perform 

facilities maintenance functions in a safe working environment outside the 
explosive safety quantity distance (ESQD) arcs that cover most of the 
installation. MOTCO is one of only two Department of Defense (DoD) common user 
terminals on the West Coast with the capability to handle both containerized 
and break-bulk munitions. Indian Island is also a DoD common user terminal on 
the West Coast capable of handling breakbulk and containerized ammunition. The 
explosive handling capacity available at MOTCO is vital for the trans-shipment 
of munitions for US Forces abroad. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Current facility maintenance activities take place in 

aged and dilapidated buildings within the explosive safety quantity distance 
(ESQD) arc. These operations take place under a safety exemption. The 
exemption allows critical national security operations to continue, but puts 
personnel at the port at higher risk. Facilities maintenance work occurs 
primarily in an antiquated building built in 1916 with equipment and parts 
storage located in several other buildings and in some cases stored outside, 
also within the ESDQ arc. There is physical separation between facilities and 
ground maintenance workers . The grounds maintenance workers are temporarily 
housed in a building located within the land area that was declared Navy 
excess in the 2005 Base Realignment and Closure actions and is in the process 
of being turned over to the community for reuse. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Facilities maintenance operations are required for 

MOTCO to continue to meet its mission requirements for trans-shipment of 
munitions for US Forces abroad. If this project is not provided these 
maintenance operations will continue to take place under an exemption and 
within ESQD arcs. The exemption allows critical national security operations 
to continue, but puts maintenance personnel at higher risk. This work will 
continue to take place in antiquated buildings built between 1916 and 1943. 
This project is the corrective action required to alleviate known safety 
risks . 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started FEB 2012 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2 012 , 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete NOV 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design -bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+{e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications.... 142 

(b) All Other Design Costs 114 

(c) Total Design Cost 256 

(d) Contract 142 

(e) In-house 114 

(4) Construction Contract Award JUN 2013 

(5) Construction Start AUG 2013 

(6) Construction Completion NOV 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: (925) 246-4154 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) 
{DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE 

PROJECT 

INSTALLATION {CXSfl-lAND) 

NEW/ 

AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Colorado 

59626 

Fort Carson (IMOCM) 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


18,000 

25 

18,000 C 27 


Subtotal Fort Carson Part I 

$ 

18,000 

18,000 


* TOTAL MCA FOR Colorado 

$ 

18,000 

18,000 
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■ 1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Carson 

Colorado 


4. COMMAND 

US Army Installation Management Canrand 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

1.07 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 2853 21526 2349 8 113 0 232 1295 3418 31,794 

B. END FY 2017 3248 22468 2619 8 142 0 232 1295 3412 33,424 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 151,075 ha (373,313 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


5,242,064 

1,660,839 

18,000 

229,000 

0 

963,179 

8,113,082 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

178 59626 Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


DOST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

18,000 09/2010 10/2012 


TOTAL 18,000 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS : 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 


141 

Headquarters Building 


40,000 

211 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


80,000 

211 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


65,000 

111 

Runway 


19,000 

932 

Infrastructure 


25,000 



TOTAL 

229,000 


B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 


C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide the nation's Armed Forces with a sustaining base and a power projection platform, in support 
of National Security Objectives. Major functions include: support and enable operational and training 
requirements of Maneuver units, support basic and advanced skill training for new soldiers; exercise 
command and control; provide for public safety and security; provide sound stewardship of installation 
resources and the environment; provide services/programs to enable readiness; execute community and family 
support services and programs; maintain and improve installation infrastructure. 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


INSmiIATIC5N MO IOCM1CN: Fart Carson, Colorado 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AM) safeiy DEFICIENCIES : 


B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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l.CM-ONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALtATIOI AND DDCKETCK 
Fort Carson 
Colorado 


4. PROJECT TTTUE 


Digital Multipurpose Training Range 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 18,000 


178 


18,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 




COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




15,501 

Digital Multipurpose Trng Range 


1 -- 

7721560 

(7,722) 

Downrange Site Preparation 


1 

4654399 

(4,654) 

Range Operations Control Area 


1 -- 

283,599 

(284) 

Range Control Tower, Digital 

EA 

1 -- 

841,096 

(841) 

After Action Review Building 


286.51 { 3,084) 

2,302 

(659) 

Total from Continuation page 

HR 



(1,341) 





522 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(77) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(135) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(34) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

— 

(10) 

Site Imp ( 190) Demo( 1) 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(191) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(75) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 



■j WM 

16,023 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




801 

SUBTOTAL 



■ 

16,824 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 



■ 

959 

TOTAL REQUEST 



■ 

17,783 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




18,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(13,046) 


Description of Proposed construction Construct a standard Digital Multipurpose Training 
Range (DMPTR) . Primary facilities include the DMPTR, downrange site 
preparation, range operations control area, range control tower (digital), 
after action review building, operations/storage building, latrine, bleacher 
enclosure, covered mess, ammunition loading dock, vehicle instrumentation 
dock, bivouac area, unit staging area, and building information systems. 
Supporting facilities include electric service; water, sewer and gas; paving, 
[walks, curbs and gutters; storm drainage; site improvements; and information 
systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Demolish 1 building (TOTAL 19 m2/2Q0 
SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 53 kWr/15 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 1 LN ADQT : NONE SUBSTD ; 1 LN 

PROJECT r Construct a standard design Digital Multipurpose Training Range 
(DMPTR) at Fort Carson, Colorado. (Current Mission) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
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9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

[primary FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Operations /Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

Latrine 

m2 

(SF) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

Ammunition Loading Dock 

EA 


Vehicle Instrumentation Dock 

EA 


Bivouac Area 

EA 


Unit Staging Area 

EA 


Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 




Unit 

Cost 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 


170.57 ( 

1,836) 

2,566 

(438) 

51.10 ( 

550) 

5, 913 

(302) 

X -- 


103,987 

(104) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,476 

(110) 

1 -- 


53,529 

(54) 

1 -- 


104,049 

(104) 

1 -- 


33,318 

(33) 

1 -- 


156,524 

(157) 



Total 

(39) 

1,341 


REQUIREMENT : The Digital Multipurpose Training Range is required to provide 

digitally enhanced combat platforms with all constituent elements that train 
Soldiers at Fort Carson, Colorado. The DMPTR is used to train and test crews 


and dismounted infantry squads on the skills necessary to detect, identify, 
engage and defeat stationary infantry and stationary/moving armor targets in a 
tactical array. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Existing ranges do not support the advanced weapons and 

command and control systems being fielded by the digitized force. They are not 
capable of processing digital information and situational feedback or reports 
to firing vehicles and units. Existing range dimensions do not support 
increased vehicle dispersion and greater ballistics associated with digital 
units. The Army's new combat and training doctrine requires digital weaponry 
and feedback systems. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this project is not provided, Soldiers will not 
be able to fully exercise digital war fighting technology. Soldiers will not 
receive complete exposure to training standards resulting in an adverse impact 
to sustained weapons proficiency. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Carson, Colorado 



A . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER | 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


59626 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(!) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c 5 Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Bliss 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+{b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. ......... 925 

(b) All Other Design Costs 675 

(c) Total Design Cost 1 , 600 

(d) Contract 1,200 

(e) In-house 400 


(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Carson, Colorado 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


IS. PROJECT NUMBER 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


59626 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Target Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

2,999 

Target Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

9,997 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

50 



TOTAL 

13,046 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 719-526-3415 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATS INSTALLATION (COMMAND) 

PROJECT - AOTHDRIZATICN APPROPRIATION 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST 


District of Columbia Fort McNair (IMCCM) 


78054 

Vehicle Storage Building, Installation 


7,200 

7,200 


Subtotal Fort McNair Part I 

$ 

7,200 

7,200 


* TOTAL MCA. FOR District of Columbia 

$ 

7,200 

7,200 


NEW/ 

CURRENT 
MISSION PAGE 


33 

C 35 
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1. CCMPCNENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AM) DOTATION 

Fort McNair 

District of Columbia 

4. COMMAND 

US Army Installation Management Ctommand 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

1.02 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PEE^IANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 106 74 246 484 0 265 113 25 533 1,846 

B. END FY 2017 106 76 249 383 0 90 113 25 533 1, 575 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 43 ha (107 AC) 

B. INVE2S?IORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN TOE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


1,433,028 

19,750 

7,200 

0 

0 

63,886 

1,523,864 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PR0C3?AM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

442 78054 Vehicle Storage Building, Installation 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

7,200 12/2011 10/2012 


TOTAL 7,200 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY (TOST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS : 

Military District of Washington Headquarters. Provide housing services and other facilities to quarter 
general and flag officers of the Department of Defense and to provide administrative and/or logistical 
support as assigned by the Commanding General, Military District of Washington . The National Defense 
University consisting of the National War College and Industrial College of the Armed Forces and 
Inter-American Defense College are located at this installation. 
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COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Fort McNair, District of Columbia 


11. 0OTSTANDIN3 POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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1. OPPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND IOCATTCSI 

Fort McNair 
District of Columbia 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

Vehicle Storage Building, 
Installation 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NtMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Audi 7,200 

22096A 

442 

78054 

Apprpp 7,200 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


I ITEM 

E3ES51H 

QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 





5,322 

Vehicle Storage Facility 

m2 (SF) 

1,133 ( 12,200) 

2,241 

(2,540) 

Bldg 18 w/SCIF Renovation 

m2 (SF) 

981.61 ( 10,566) 

922,89 

(906) 

Building 37 & 33 Renovations 

m2 (SF) 

464.52 ( 5,000) 

951.13 

(442) 

Guard Booth/Secured Gate 

EA 

1 -- 

145,854 

(146) 

Special Foundation 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(692) 

Total from Continuation page 




( 596) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




1,124 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(191) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(81) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(155) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(256) 

Site Imp( 212) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(212) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(229) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




6,446 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

■ ■ 



322 

SUBTOTAL 

■ 



6,768 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




386 

TOTAL REQUEST 




7,154 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




7,200 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(1,433) 


io. D escription of Proposed construction Construct Vehicle Storage Building with the 
capacity to store 30 vehicles and personnel passageway connection to Building 
18. Primary facilities will include special foundations, fire protection and 
alarm systems, building information systems, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) 
installation, and Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connection. 
Construct a sensitive compartmentalized information facility (SCIF) with 
secure VTC capability in the operations facility. Renovate buildings 37 and 33 
to provide enclosed vehicle wash rack with oil/water separator, vehicle 
maintenance bay, and administrative space. Building renovations include cipher 
locks and installation of automatic overhead doors. Provide guard booth and 
vehicle gate. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting 
facilities include utilities (electric, water, and natural gas services), 
[parking, paving, curbs, walks and gutters; storm drainage; information 
systems; special soils removal; site improvements and landscaping. Measures in 
accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for 
[Buildings standards will be provided. Heating and air conditioning will be 
iprovided by self-contained systems. Facilities will be designed to a minimum 
life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society 
of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort McNair, District of Columbia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER j 

Vehicle Storage Building, Installation 


78054 






9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 



Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

IDS Installation 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(98) 

EMCS Connection 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(10) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(159) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 

(115) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


Total 

(214) 

596 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 




performance. Comprehensive building and furnishings related to interior design 
services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
provided. Air Conditioning (Estimated 21 kWr/6 Tons) . 


11. REQ; 1,133 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a vehicle storage facility to support the US Army 
Transportation Agency (USATA) at Fort McNair, Washington, D.C. (Current 
Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide adequate facilities to 

accommodate relocation of the US Army Transportation Agency (USATA) motor pool 
operation from leased space in downtown Washington, DC to Fort McNair, DC. 
Relocation to Fort McNair will significantly improve force protection and 
security, provide a more economical alternative to the use of leased space and 
provide an acceptable solution to the inability to renew the existing lease 
when it expires in 2015. Adequate facilities are required to accommodate 30 
vehicles assigned to the USATA, an Army Component under the Military District 
of Washington (MDW) . 

CURRENT SITUATION: Currently housed in leased space on 22nd Street NW in 

Washington, DC, the USATA operates in a former car dealership. The facility is 
in a congested location on a highly traveled city street, with a high 
occupancy hotel facility opposing it on the same street. This is a facility 
that has been in operation since the Eisenhower administration. The lease 
expiration date is 31 Dec 2015, and it is unlikely that the current owner will 
entertain a continuance of the lease. This building has no secure perimeter. 
Currently the building stands less than 5 feet from the nearest traveled way 
and is immediately adjacent to pedestrian travel areas. Additionally, there 
are no progressive collapse criteria known to have been followed in the design 
and construction of this facility. Given that there is not a proper access 
control point, movements to and from this facility are easily monitored, 
increasing vulnerability to external threats. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, expiration of the 

existing lease on 31 Dec 2015 will require relocation of the motor pool 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 




Fort McNair, District of 

Columbia 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 



5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

Vehicle Storage Building, 

Installation 


78054 

IMPACT IF NOT 

PROVIDED : 

(CONTINUED) 




operation to alternate leased facilities. Continuing use of leased assets will 
not only pose continued security and force protection risks to assigned 
Soldiers and vehicles but is the least economically viable alternative. 
Furthermore, the limitations of this facility are compounded by the national 
security risk posed by this location given that these vehicles have the 
potential to transport key senior leaders of the US Government. Infiltration 
and/or threats posed to this location have the secondary and tertiary effect 
of putting these leaders in jeopardy. Some of these occupants may be in the 
direct line of succession. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti terrorism protection measures are included. An economic analysis has been 
prepared and utilized in evaluating this project. This project is the most 
cost-effective method to satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. Mission 
requirements, operational considerations, and location are incompatible with 
use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle 
cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, development, and 
construction of the project in accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 
2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(l) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started DEC 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 5 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed APR 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 299 

(b) All Other Design Costs 239 

(c) Total Design Cost 538 

(d) Contract 299 

(e) In-house 239 


(4) Construction Contract Award APR 2013 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated 

with this project 

which will be provided : 

from 

other appropriations: 






Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Emergency Generator 

OPA 

2014 

196 

UPS 

OPA 

2014 

65 

IDS/CCTV 

OPA 

2014 

81 

Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

999 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

92 



TOTAL 

1,433 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: (703) 696-1224 
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detakh-'ent of the army 

FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) 
{DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE 


Georgia 


INSTALLATION (COWIAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Fort Benning { IMOCM) 





41 

77416 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 


16,000 

16,000 

C 

43 


Subtotal Fort Benning Part I 

$ 

16,000 

16,000 




Fort Gordon (IMOCM) 





47 

61498 

Modified Record Fire Range 


4,000 

4,000 

C 

49 

67017 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


7,100 

7,100 

C 

52 

77419 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 


12,200 

12,200 

C 

56 


Subtotal Ftort Gordon Part I 

$ 

23,300 

23,300 




Fort Stewart (IMOCM) 





59 

57794 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


22,000 

22,000 

C 

61 

67019 

Automated Ccmbat Pistol Qual Crse 


3,650 

3,650 

C 

65 

73008 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


24,000 

24,000 

C 

69 


Subtotal Fort Stewart Part I 

$ 

49,650 

49,650 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Georgia 

$ 

88,950 

88,950 
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i 1 . CXMPCNENF 

ARMY 

FY 

’ 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2, DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Banning 

Georgia 

4. COMMAND 

US Amy Installation Management Contend 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

0.94 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 1868 12012 4245 2156 19586 0 68 549 7741 48,225 

B. END FY 2017 1882 12056 4124 2147 18352 0 66 575 7260 46,462 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 74,630 ha (184,413 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. ADTH3RIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


7,195,774 

1,322,595 

16,000 

0 

0 

3,569,606 

12,103,975 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

826 77416 Ground Source Heat Transfer System 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

16,000 01/2011 10/2012 


TOTAL 16,000 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAHWENT, RESTORATION, AND MCDERNIZATICN (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide the nation with the world's best trained Infantry and Armor Soldiers and adaptive leaders 
imbued with the Warrior Ethos; provide training capabilities and a Power Projection Platform capable of 
deploying, redeploying, and resetting Soldiers, civilians, and units anywhere in the world on short 
notice; and define required capabilities for Infantry and Armor to meet the needs of the Future Force. 
Provide support for the IB Army Maneuver Center of Excellence (MCoE) , which includes the Infantry, Armor, 
and MCoE NOD Schools; for major combat and combat support forces; for Martin Army Hospital and medical 
clinics; for tenant and satellite activities and units, and for Reserve Coaponents Training. Installation 
provides essential public safety and security services; sound stewardship of installation resources and 
the environment; services and programs to enable readiness; execute coamunity and family support services 
and programs; and maintenance and improvements to the installation infrastructure. 
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COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


. DATE 
OS FEB 2012 


D^TALLATICN AND LOCATION: Fort Benning, Georgia 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSINUATION AND DOCATICW 

Fort Benning 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Ground Source Heat Transfer System 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 


($000) 




Auth 

16,000 

85796A 

826 

77416 

ftpprop 



9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 

IS?h3BISSM 


PRIMARY FACILITY 




10,477 

Ground- Source Heat Transfer Sys 


4,516 ( 1,284) 

1,876 

(8,473) 

Pump House/Mechanical Rooms 


473.81 ( 5,100) 


(1,019) 

Running Track Relocation 


2 -- 

317,740 

(635) 

Training Pit w/Equip Relocation 

EA 

3 -- 

86,625 

(260) 

EMCS Connection 

LS 

-- 


(70) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

— 

-- 

(20) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




3,764 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(502) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(178) 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,888) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(521) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(31) 

Site Imp{ 382) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(382) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(262) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




14,241 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



■ ■ 

712 

SUBTOTAL 



■ ■ 

14,953 

SOPV, IHSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 



■ ■ 

852 

TOTAL REQUEST 




15,805 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




16,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


10 . Description of Proposed construction Construct a ground- source community loop heat 
transfer utility system utilizing a proven renewable energy technology. The 
project includes pump house, heat exchange loops, facility distribution loops, 
distribution pumps, chillers, boilers, digital controls, building information 
systems, and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connections. Supporting 
facilities include information systems, site development, utilities and 
connections, paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm drainage, 
landscaping, and signage. Measures in accordance with DoD Minimum 
|Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. Running track and 
training pits are within the footprint of the project and will be relocated. 
This project will provide 900 Tons of cooling as a hybrid or partial 
geothermal system for Barracks. Air Conditioning (Estimated 3,165 kWr/900 
Tons) . 


11. REQ: 


4,516 kWr ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: 4,516 kWr 

PROJECT : Construct a Ground Source Heat Transfer System at Fort Benning, 
Georgia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: This project is necessary for Fort Benning to meet the energy 


[goals of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA 2007) and 
Executive Order (E.O.) 13423. EISA 2007 and E.O. 13423 requires that federal 
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REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED} 

facilities reduce energy consumption by 30% by FY 2015. These measures further 
require that fossil fuel energy consumption is reduced in federal buildings by 
65% by FY 2015 and by 100% by FY 2030. Fort Benning will implement renewable 
energy goals using a ground source community loop which provides significant 
energy savings, while enabling heating and cooling without the use of fossil 
fuels. This community loop will provide the infrastructure to serve the 
heating and cooling needs of numerous buildings for years to come. Replacement 
of running tracks and physical training pits are required as a result of being 
located in the footprint of the construction. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Fort Benning has aging central plants and individual 

facility heating and cooling systems at various locations across the 
installation. The existing infrastructure is very inefficient and utilizes 
previous -generation equipment to serve administrative buildings and barracks. 
Additionally the heating and cooling plants require extensive maintenance. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The energy goals mandated by federal law and 

executive order may not be met at Fort Benning if this project is not funded. 
Smaller scale energy conservation measures by themselves will not enable Fort 
Benning to meet long term energy goals. Ground Source Heat Transfer will 
provide significant savings into the future. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JAN 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012... 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 886 

(b) All Other Design Costs 591 

(c) Total Design Cost 1,477 

(d) Contract 886 

(e) In-house 591 

(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 

(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 

(6) Construction Completion NOV 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 706-545-3155 

nn form ncn r previous editions may be used internally 
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; 1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 





Fort Gordon 


IB Amy Installation Management Carmand 


Georgia 



0.92 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 1385 5641 2538 774 4948 10 136 2474 5536 23,442 

B. END FY 2017 1358 5045 3050 750 4258 35 140 2455 5793 22,884 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 22,867 ha (56,505 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORI2ATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORISATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLINED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINED DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


2,849,109 

161,927 

23,300 

92,000 

0 

2,333,721 

5,460,057 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

178 

61498 

Modified Record Fire Range 

4,000 

08/2010 

04/2013 

178 

67017 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

7,100 

11/2010 

10/2012 

826 

77419 

Ground Source Heat Transfer System 

12,200 

11/2010 

10/2012 


TOTAL 23,300 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 

721 Adv Individual Training Barracks Cplx, Ph2 92,000 

TOTAL 92,000 


B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

FT Gordon is home to numerous tenant units with diverse missions. Presently the largest is the US Amy 
Signal Corps and includes the largest information technology and ccomunications training school in the 
Armed Forces. The installation is also home to the SE Regional Medical Carmand, the SE Regional Veterinary 
Cexnmand, the SE Regional Dental Carmand, the Army's only Dental Laboratory, the 93rd Sig Bde (FORSCOM) - 
theater tactical catmuni cat ions, the Gordon Regional Security Operations Center (INSC0M) - one of three 
Joint OCNUS-based intelligence platforms, the 513th MI Bde (INSCCM) - theater-level intelligence and 
security, and Reserve/National Guard units (359th Sig Bde, RTS-Med, 878th Engineers) . 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Gordon 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Modified Record Fire Range 



6. CATEGORY CODE 


8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Autii 4,000 


178 

61498 

appip 4,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


I^IBB 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




3,120 

Modified Record Fire Range 

FP 

16 -- 

147,858 

(2,366) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

63,563 

(64) 

Modernize Range Control Tower 

EA 

1 __ 

46,137 

(46! 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,540 

(193) 

Latrine 

i\2 (SF) 

51.10 ( 550) 

5,307 

(271) 

Total from Continuation page 




(180) 





334 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(41) 

Site Imp ( 126) Demo ( ) 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(126) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(167) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 



■ ■ 

3,454 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



u~m 

173 

SUBTOTAL 



m ■ 

3,627 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




207 

DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 



■ 

145 

TOTAL REQUEST 



■ 

3,979 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 



B B 

4,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



Bsi&s 

» 


lo. Description of proposed construction Convert an Automated Record Fire Range to a 

standard design Modified Record Fire (MRF) Range. Primary facilities include 
the MRF range, range operations control area, range control tower 
modernization, operations/storage building, latrine, covered mess, ammunition 
breakdown building modernization, and building information systems. 
Sustainability/Energy Measures are required. Supporting facilities include 
electric service, site improvement, and information systems. Facilities will 
be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 21 kWr/6 
Tons) . 


11. REQ: 16 FP ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Convert an Automated Record Fire Range to a standard design Modified 


Record Fire Range (MRF) at Fort Gordon, Georgia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide a permanent facility to 

support approved programs to train and test individual Soldiers in the skills 
necessary to identify, engage and defeat stationary infantry targets for 
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PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Covered Mess m2 (SF) 131.27 ( 1,413) 1,259 (165) 

Modernize Ammo Breakdown Bldg m2 (SF) 17.19 ( 185) 564.05 (10) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures LS -- -- (5 ) 

Total 180 


REQUIREMENT : ( CONTINUED) 

day/night qualification requirements with the M16 and M4 rifles. This range 
supports the Installation Range Development Plan and the individual skill 
training and weapons qualification requirements of the schools supported. 
CURRENT SITUATION: Existing ranges do not offer sufficient capability to 

support this requirement. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, training on small 

arms ranges will not be available for prescribed programs of instruction. 
ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started AUG 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 3 5% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete APR 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Jackson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 97 

(b) All Other Design Costs 73 

(c) Total Design Cost 170 

(d) Contract 97 

(e) In-house 73 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion APR 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

NA 

Or Requested 

($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 706-791-6376 

nn FORM viQip PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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PRIMARY FACILITY 
Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 
Range Operations Control Area 
Range Control Tower 
Operations/Storage Building 
Classroom Building 

Total from Continuation page 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Site Imp ( 81) Demo ( ) 

Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT -OTHER APPROP 



COST ($000) 

5,879 

(4,533) 

(106) 

(250) 

(194) 

(194) 

(602) 

478 

(284) 

(62) 

(81) 

(51) 


io.Doncri.pt ion of Propound construction Construct a standard design Multipurpose Machine 

Gun Range. Primary facilities include the range, range operations control 
area, range control tower, operations/storage building, classroom building, 
latrine, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, ammunition breakdown building, and 
building information systems. Sustainability/Energy Measures are required. 
Supporting facilities include electric service; paving, walks, curbs and 
gutters; site improvement; and information systems. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 21 kWr/6 
Tons) . 


11. REQ: 10 FP ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a standard design Multipurpose Machine Gun Range at Fort 
Gordon, Georgia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; This project is required to train and test Soldiers in the 
skills necessary to detect, identify, engage and defeat stationary and moving 
infantry targets in a tactical array. This range satisfies the training and 
qualification requirements of light and heavy machine guns. Combat and combat 
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Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Latrine 

m2 

(SP) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SP! 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 



QUANTITY COST ($000) 


30.66 ( 

330) 

5,592 

(171) 

1 -- 


133,977 

(134) 

131.27 ( 

1,413) 

1,264 

(166) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

6,853 

(118) 



Total 

(13) 

602 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

support units require training proficiency in machine gun weapons systems. 

Army standard ranges with target systems affording doctrinal densities and 
target types are the minimum necessary to prepare Soldiers for combat . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The installation lacks the facilities to support local 

training on weapons systems assigned to Soldiers and units stationed on Fort 
Gordon. Units are required to travel to neighboring installations to train and 
qualify with their weapon systems. This situation reduces available individual 
and unit training time due to transportation. It also increases unit 
coordination for logistics requirements to support training away from the 
installation. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Fort Gordon will not be able to meet current 

training requirements. Training time will continue to be lost due to traveling 
to other installations. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. An economic analysis has been 
prepared and utilized in evaluating this project. This project is the most 
cost-effective method to satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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X. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Gordon, Georgia 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


67017 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

( 1 ) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started NOV 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012. 35.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Polk 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+{b) OR (d) + {e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 325 

(b) All Other Design Costs 425 

(c) Total Design Cost 750 

(d) Contract 400 

(e) In-house 350 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion MAY 2014 
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I . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Gordon, Georgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


1 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Multipurpose l 

Machine Gun Range 


67017 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Target Equipment 

OPA 

2013 

1,499 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

18 



TOTAL 

1,517 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 706-791-6376 
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ITEM 

: UM (M/E) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 


Ground- Source Heat Transfer Sys 

kWr (TN) 

Pump House/Mechanical Rooms 

m2 (SF) 

EMCS Connection 

LS 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

LS 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

ps 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

Site Imp( 115) Demo( ) 

LS 

Information Systems 

LS 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


QUANTITY UNIT COST COST ($000) 

9,975 

3,165 ( 900) 2,819 (8,922) 

473.81 ( 5,100) 2,056 (974) 

(72) 

(7) 


929 

( 122 ) 

(142) 

(413) 

(60) 

(48) 

(115) 

(19) 

( 10 ) 

10,904 

545 

11,449 

653 

12,102 

12,200 

0 


10. D«floription of proposed construction Construct a Ground Source Heat Transfer System. 
Primary facilities include Pump House, Mechanical Rooms, heat transfer system, 
heat exchange loops, facility distribution loops, distribution pumps, 
chillers, boilers, digital controls, building information systems, and Energy 
Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connections. Supporting facilities include 
site development; utilities and connections; paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
gutters; storm drainage; landscaping; information systems; and signage. 

Measures in accordance with DoD Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards 
will be provided. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. 

Air Conditioning (Estimated 3,165 kWr/900 Tons). 

11. REQ: 3,165 kWr ADQT ; NONE SUBSTD : 3,165 kWr 

PROJECT : Construct a Ground Source Heat Transfer System at Fort Gordon, 

Georgia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide a ground- source community 

loop heat transfer utility system utilizing a proven renewable energy 
technology to meet energy goals of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (EISA 2007) and Executive Order (E.O.) 13423. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Gordon, < 

Seorgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Ground Source 

Heat Transfer System 


77419 


CURRENT SITUATION; Most facilities on the installation are served by 
inefficient central plants and other outdated heating and cooling systems. The 
central energy plants, constructed in 1960, are inefficient and do not meet 
the energy goals of EISA 2007 and E.O. 13423. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the energy goals 

mandated by federal law and executive order will not be met. The installation 
will continue to use inefficient central energy plants and will not meet long 
term energy goals. 

ADDITIONAL ; This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
ant it error ism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army {Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started NOV 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) + (b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 557 

(b) All Other Design Costs 334 

(c) Total Design Cost 891 

(d) Contract 557 

(e) In-house 334 

(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 

(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Gordon, C 

3eorgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Ground Source 

Heat Transfer System 


77419 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 


(6) Construction Completion MAY 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 706-791-6376 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CCNSTRIOTCN PROGRAM 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Stewart 

Georgia 

4. COMMAND 

US Amy Installation Management Command 

5 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

0.83 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 1845 14876 2277 0 159 0 733 2217 3487 25,594 

B. END FY 2017 1952 14904 2216 0 121 0 742 2238 3487 25,660 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 115,381 ha (285,111 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 CJAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


5.589.811 
1,321,376 

49,650 

0 

O 

917,974 

7.878.811 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

178 

57794 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 

22,000 

09/2010 

01/2013 

178 

67019 

Automated Combat Pistol Qual Crse 

3,650 

09/2010 

04/2013 

141 

73008 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Ccnplex 

24,000 

01/2011 

10/2012 


TOTAL 49,650 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide the nation's Armed Forces with a sustaining base and a power projection platform in support of 
National Security Objectives. Major functions include : exercise corrmand and control; provide for public 
safety and security; provide sound stewardship of installation resources and the environment; provide 
services/programs to enable readiness; execute community and family support services and programs; 
maintain and improve installation infrastructure. 
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1. COMPONENT 
. ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTMIATION AND UX^TTON 

Fort Stewart 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Digital Multipurpose Training Range 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7.H30JECT NUMBER 

3. PROJECT COST 

($000) 




AuCh 

22,000 

22212A 

178 

57794 

Azprqp 

22,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




19,535 

Digital Multipurpose Trng Range 

LN 

1 -- 


(9,610) 

Downrange Site Development 

EA 

1 -- 

6771855 

(6,772) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

442,492 

(442) 

Range Control Tower, Digital 

EA 

1 -- 

720,986 

(721) 

After Action Review Building 

m2 (SF) 

286.61 ( 3,085) 

1,973 

(56S) 

Total from Continuation page 




(1,425) 

1 




476 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 


(98) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

■ 

(70) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 


-- 

H 

(52) 

Site Imp( 110) Demo ( 16) 

LS 

-- 


(126) 

Information Systems 

LS 


■ 

(130) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 





CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




■RSI 

SUBTOTAL 




21,012 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




1,198 

TOTAL REQUEST 




22,210 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




22,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(12,615) 


io. Description of Proposed construction Construct a standard Digital Multipurpose Training 
Range (DMPTR) . Primary facilities include DMPTR, downrange site development, 
range operations control area, range control tower, after action review 
[building, operations/storage building, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, 
latrine, vehicle instrumentation dock, ammunition loading dock, bivouac area, 
vehicle staging area, and building information systems. Sustainability/Energy 
measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include electric service; 
water, sewer, gas; paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters; site 
improvements; and Information Systems. Facilities will be designed to a 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American 
Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 
189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated building 
systems performance. Demolish 5 buildings (TOTAL 263 m2/2,832 SF) . Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 42 kWr/12 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 1 LN ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a standard design Digital Multipurpose Training Range 
(DMPTR) at Fort Stewart, Georgia. (Current mission) 
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9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

{PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

Latrine 

m2 

(SF) 

Vehicle Instrumentation Dock 

EA 


Ammunition Loading Dock 

EA 


Bivouac Area 

EA 


Vehicle Staging Area 

EA 


Sustainability/ Energy Measures 

LS 




Unit 

Cost 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 


170.57 ( 

1,836) 

2,200 

(375) 

1 -- 


89,137 

( 89 ) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,265 

( 94 ) 

51.10 ( 

550) 

5,069 

(259) 

1 -- 


89,191 

( 89 ) 

1 -- 


45,885 

(46) 

1 -- 


383,098 

(383) 

1 -- 


56,539 

(57) 



Total 

(33) 

1,425 


REQUIREMENT : The Digital Multipurpose Training Range is required to provide 

digitally enhanced combat platforms with all constituent elements that train 
at Port Stewart . The DMPTR is used to train and test crews and dismounted 
infantry squads on the skills necessary to detect, identify, engage and defeat 
stationary infantry and stationary/moving armor targets in a tactical array. 
CURRENT SITUATION; No range of this type currently exists at Fort Stewart. 
Existing ranges do not support the advanced weapons and command and control 
systems being fielded by the digitized force. They are not capable of 
processing digital information and situational feedback or reports to firing 
vehicles and units. Existing range dimensions do not support increased vehicle 
dispersion and greater ballistics associated with digital units. The Army's 
new combat and training doctrine requires digital weaponry and feedback 
systems . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Soldiers will not 

be able to fully exercise digital war fighting technology. Soldiers will not 
receive complete exposure to training standards resulting in an adverse impact 
to sustained weapons proficiency. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

j 3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Stewart, 

Georgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range 


57794 

ADDITIONAL : 

(CONTINUED) 




laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete JAN 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Bliss 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 845 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1,267 

(c) Total Design Cost 2, 112 

(d) Contract 1,267 

(e) In-house 845 


(4) Construction Contract Award APR 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 


(6) Construction Completion JUL 2015 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Stewart, Georgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


1 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Digital Multipurpose Training Range ! 


57794 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Target Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

5,224 

Target Equipment 

OPA 

2015 

7,372 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

19 



TOTAL 

12,615 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 912-767-8356 
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X , COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Stewart 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Automated Combat Pistol Qual Crse 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 3,650 



67019 

Approp 3,650 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




2,769 

Combat Pistol /MPF Qual Course 

FP 

15 -- 


(1,511! 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 


(300) 

Range Control Tower 

EA 

1 -- 

243,163 

(243) 

Classroom Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,486 

(188) 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,486 

(188) 

Total from Continuation page 




(339) 





380 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 


(147) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(88) 

Site Imp ( 10) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(10) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(135) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 





CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



H 

aBSsMai 

SUBTOTAL 



H 

3,306 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




188 

DESIGN/ BUILD - DESIGN COST 




132 

TOTAL REQUEST 




3,626 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




3,650 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



■ 

0 


io. Description of Proposed construction Construct an Automated Combat Pistol Qualification 

Course (ACPQC) . Primary facilities include the ACPQC, range operations control 
area, range control tower, classroom building, operations/storage building, 
latrine, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, ammunition breakdown building, and 
building information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include electric service, storm drainage, site 
improvements, and information systems. Facilities will be designed to a 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American 
Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 
189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated building 
systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 7 kWr/2 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 30 FP ADQT : 15 FP SUBSTD ; NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a standard design Automated Combat Pistol Qualification 


Course at Fort Stewart, Georgia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The Automated Combat Pistol Qualification Course is required to 

provide Soldiers with current state-of-the-art facilities. This facility will 
allow the Soldiers to train and test the skills necessary to detect, identify, 
engage, and defeat stationary targets in a tactical array. The complex will 


DD 
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COMPONENT 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


DATE 


ARMY | 1 06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION MJD LOCATION 


Fort Stewart, Georgia 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Automated Combat Pistol Qual Crse 

67019 


9 . COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 

Unit Cost 


Item 


UM (M/E) QUANTITY COST ($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Latrine EA 

Bleacher Enclosure EA 

Covered Mess m2 (SF) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building m2 (SF) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures LS 


1 -- 


24,839 

(25) 

1 -- 


91,342 

(91) 

74.32 { 

800) 

1,296 

(96) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

6,674 

(115) 

__ 


Total 

(12) 

339 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

satisfy the training and qualification requirements of the 9-mm, .38-caliber, 
and .45-caliber pistols. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Fort Stewart does not have sufficient training areas that 

meet the requirements for a standard Automated Combat Pistol Qualification 
Course (ACPQC) . The existing ACPQC has only 15 lanes and 30 lanes are needed 
to meet throughput requirements. The mission of combat and police readiness is 
hindered by the lack of sufficient ranges which can fully support the current 
doctrine and targetry systems. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the existing combat 

pistol range will not adequately meet the throughput required by Soldiers that 
train and qualify at Fort Stewart. These units will continue to train under 
circumstances that will negatively impact the degree of proficiency required 
for combat . 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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! 2 . DATE | 


FY 2013 


ARMY 


1 06 FEB 2012 1 


3 , INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


[Port Stewart, Georgia 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Automated Combat Pistol Qual Crse 

67019 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 

(c) Date 35% Designed 

(d) Date Design Complete 

{e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 
(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Richardson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 90 

(b) All Other Design Costs 70 

(c) Total Design Cost 160 

(d) Contract 90 

(e) In-house 70 


(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2014 


SEP 2010 
15.00 
JAN 2013 
APR 2013 
YES 


DD x 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Stewart, Georgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


[5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Automated Combat Pistol Qual Crse 


67019 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 912-767-8356 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


PY 20X3 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Fort Stewart 
[Georgia 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT 

COST ($000) 




Auth 

24,000 



73008 

Approp 

24,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


1 ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 





16,775 

Company Operations Facility 

m2 (SF) 

2,580 ( 27,766) 

2,022 

(5,216) 

Covered Hardstand 

m2 (SF) 

783.17 ( 8,430) 

503.43 

(394) 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

1,709 ( 18,400) 

2,395 

(4,094) 

UAV Maintenance Hangar Addition 

m2 (SF) 

855.64 ( 9,210) 

2,220 

(1,899) 

Oil Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

55.74 ( 600) 

1,799 

(100) 

Total from Continuation page 




(5,072) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




4,406 

Electric Service 

LS 

__ 


(532) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 


(402) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 


(668) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

■ 

(428) 

Site Imp( 1,750) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

■ 

(1,750) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 


(570) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


■ 

(56) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




21,181 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,059 

SUBTOTAL 





SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 





TOTAL REQUEST 




23,508 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




24,000 

INSTALLED EQT -OTHER APPROP 




0 


io. D escription of Proposed construction Construct standard design Company Operations 
Facility (COP) with covered hardstand, Vehicle Maintenance Shop, 
organizational vehicle parking, organizational storage, land vehicle fuel 
storage, oil and hazardous waste storage, access road, Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
(UAV) maintenance hangar addition, building information systems, fire 
[protection and alarm systems, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation, 
and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. Sustainable/Energy 
[Measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include site development, 
[utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
[gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and signage. Heating 
and air conditioning will be provided by self contained systems. Measures in 
accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for 
Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings 
related interior design services are required. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life 
■of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of 
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 619 kWr/176 Tons). 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Stewart , Georgia 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 



73008 

i 





9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 

Cost 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) ! 

Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

55.74 ( 

600) 

1,799 

(100) 

Organizational Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

195.10 { 

2,100) 

1,157 

(226) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

m2 

(SY) 

15,563 ( 

18,613) 

122.30 

(1,903) 

Access Road 

m2 

!SY) 

28,094 ( 

33,600) 

88.72 

(2,492) 

Fuel Storage 

L 

IGA) 

74,648 { 

19,720) 

2.26 

(168) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


Total 

(183) 

5,072 


11. REQ: 100,326 m2 ADQT: 62,810 m2 SUBSTD: 29,814 m2 

PROJECT : Construct standard design facilities for an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
(UAV) Complex at Fort Stewart, Georgia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; This project is required to provide facilities for fielding of 
Extended Range/ Multipurpose (ERMP) Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) Companies. 
This will allow the ERMP UAS unit to maintain readiness to provide the 
capability to perform reconnaissance, surveillance, communications and target 
acquisition. These facilities are required to provide aircraft maintenance, 
repair, and storage as well as administration of company operations. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There are no facilities at Fort Stewart to accommodate 

ERMP UAV companies. A shortfall of company operations facilities and vehicle 
maintenance shops exists. All existing facilities suitable for use under these 
facility category codes are fully utilized. Existing facilities are not 
available to fully perform company level administration, supply activities, 
and vehicle and equipment maintenance. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, it will have a 

negative impact on unit readiness. UAV companies will lack adequate facilities 
to perform mission training, maintenance, and efficient operations adversely 
impacting on morale, retention, and readiness. 

ADDITIONAL ; This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn F0RM , q - „ 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED UU 1 DEC 76 xjyj - 1 '' 


PAGE NO. 70 







609 


1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Stewart, 

Georgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


73008 

ADDITIONAL: 

(CONTINUED) 




laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. JAN 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Adapt-Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Hood 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 224 

(b) All Other Design Costs 374 

(c) Total Design Cost 598 

(d) Contract 374 

(e) In-house 224 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAY 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 


(6) Construction Completion DEC 2014 


DD ! ®7 6 1391C 
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I. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Stewart , Georgia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


I 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


73008 


12 , SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

App r opr i a t i on 

NA 

Or Requested 

($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 912-767-8356 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY OaJSmO'ICU (Part 1} 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Hawaii Schofield Barracks (IMCCM) 75 


76586 

Barracks 


41,000 

41,000 

C 

77 

76587 

Barracks 


55, 000 

55,000 

C 

81 


Pohakuloa Training Area 






66023 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 


29,000 

29,000 

C 

85 


Wheeler Army Air Field 






76903 

Combat Aviation Brigade Barracks 


85,000 

85,000 

C 

89 


Subtotal Schofield Barracks Part I 

$ 

210,000 

210,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Hawaii 

$ 

210,000 

210,000 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY QCNSTRUCTICN PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

| 3 . INSTALLATION AND IOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Schofield Barracks 


US Army Installation Management Camvand 


Hawaii 



2.11 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 
A- AS OF 30 NOV 2011 2082 14631 2021 0 122 0 354 2761 4030 26,001 

B. END FY 2017 1986 14191 1917 0 69 0 351 2756 3816 25,086 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 75,861 ha (187,457 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 CAN 2012 

C. AUIHORI2ATICN NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY PROJECT COST DESIGN STATUS 


COE® 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

178 

66023 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Ocnorse 

29,000 

11/2010 

10/2012 

721 

76586 

Barracks 

41,000 

12/2010 

10/2012 

721 

76587 

Barracks 

55,000 

12/2010 

10/2012 

721 

76903 

Ccmbat Aviation Brigade Barracks 

85,000 

01/2011 

07/2013 



TOTAL 

210,000 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. MOXJDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Schofield Barracks garrisons the 25th Infantry Division (Light) , United States Army Hawaii and their 
supporting organizations including 45th Corps Support Group and U.S. Army Military Police Brigade - 
Hawaii. It provides on-post Army Family Housing (RCI units) for approximately 3400 families. Support 
includes training ranges, and maneuver areas, and it is a mobilization station for the 9th Regional 
Readiness Carnand and Hawaii National Guard. 


10,777,617 

1,890,728 

210,000 

0 

0 

3,749,785 

16,628,130 


DD 


1390 
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COMPONENT 

army 


FY 2013 MILITARY OBSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


IUSTALLATiaJ AND LOCATION; Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND IXOOTCW 

Schofield Barracks 


4. PROJECT TITLE 



Barracks | 



7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 





41,000 

22096A 

721 


76586 

'® prop 41,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




27,749 

Barracks Modernization 

(SF) 

5,170 ( 55,648) 

4,144 

(21,424) 

Asbestos/Lead Paint Abatement 

LS 

-- 

— 

(671) 

Central Utility Plant 

n2 (SF) 

473.81 ( 5,100) 

9,039 

(4,283) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(414) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(400) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(557) 

1 h i nil 1 1 11 I'M HU 1 




8,858 

Electric Service 


-- 

-- 

(1,127) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,275) 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

LS 

-- 

— 

(2,404) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,035) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,157) 

Site lmp( 1,458) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,458) 

Information Systems 


-- 

-- 

(237) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

““ 

"" 

(165) 




inn 

36,607 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



II 

1,830 

SUBTOTAL 



|B 

38,437 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 




2,498 

TOTAL REQUEST 

■ 


| 

40,935 


■ 1 



41,000 


II 


mm 

0 


Description of proposed construction Modernize and reconfigure Quad B Barracks for 110 
Soldiers to meet current Army standards. Primary facilities include the 
barracks, a separate central utility plant, asbestos removal, lead paint 
abatement, seismic upgrade, building information systems, fire protection and 
alarm systems. Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection, and 
antiterrorism measures. Measures beyond minimal building Antiterrorism/Force 
Protection (AT/FP) are included that reinforce historic buildings using custom 
architectural features. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include site development, utilities and connections, 
lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm drainage, 
information systems, landscaping and signage. Air conditioning will be 
provided by connection to a central utility plant. Comprehensive building and 
furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Air Conditioning {Estimated 703 kWr/200 Tons) . 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 








[ 11 > RBQ: 5,605 PN ADQT: 3,633 PN SUBSTD : 3,749 PN 


PROJECT ; Modernize and reconfigure barracks to accommodate 110 Soldiers at 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to support the long-range plan to 

provide adequate barracks for assigned Soldiers. Maximum barracks utilization 
is 110 Soldiers, The intended use is for 94 junior enlisted Soldiers and 8 
junior noncommissioned officers. This project is required to provide living 
and working conditions that meet current Army standards. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Personnel are currently housed in substandard barracks on 

Schofield Barracks. Existing living accommodations do not meet current Army 
standards. The Soldiers still use common latrines and showers. Buildings lack 
proper plumbing, lighting, ventilation, and partitions for security, privacy, 
comfort and noise abatement. Billeting is currently located in the same 
building as the unit operations and headquarters facilities. This condition 
does not meet the current Army standards to provide quality living conditions 
for the Soldiers separated from administrative and operations facilities. The 
operations and administrative areas will be converted into living space. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, personnel will 

continue to live in deteriorated barracks constructed between 1914 and 1918 
that are below current Army standards. This may adversely affect the Soldiers' 
quality-of-life, morale, and retention. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

During the past two years, $3.2M has been spent on sustainment, restoration 
and modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Schofield Barracks. Upon 
completion of this multi-phased project and other projects approved through FY 
2013, the remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 334 
personnel at this installation. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

PY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

76586 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started DEC 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 20.12 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis; 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Schofield Barracks 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR <d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications.. 1, 929 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1 , 543 

<c) Total Design Cost 3 , 472 

(d) Contract 1, 929 

(e) In- house 1 , 543 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion MAY 2015 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1391C 
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1 . COMPONENT 

FY 2013 

ARMY 

2 . DATE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Barracks 

76586 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; ( CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Schofield Barracks 


4. PROJECT TITLE 



Barracks 



7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 





Auch 55,000 




76587 

approp 55, 000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E) 


COST ($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks Modernization 
Asbestos/Lead Paint Abatement 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Anti terror ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


10,340 ( 111,296) 


4,144 


47,229 

(42,849) 

(1,518) 

(841) 

(631) 

(1,390) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

Storm Drainage 

Site Imp( 34) Demo( ) 

Information Systems 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


1,748 

(363) 

(307) 

(97) 

(423) 

(34) 

(524) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


48,977 

2,449 

51,426 

3,343 


54,769 

55,000 

0 


io. Description o£ Proposed construction Modernize and reconfigure Quad B Barracks for 220 
Soldiers to meet Army standards. Primary facilities include the barracks, 
asbestos removal, lead paint abatement, seismic upgrade, building information 
systems, fire protection and alarm systems. Energy Monitoring Control Systems 
( EMCS ) connection, and antiterrorism measures Measures beyond minimal building 
'Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP) are included that reinforce historic 
buildings using custom architectural features. Sustainability/Energy measures 
will be provided. Supporting facilities include site development, utilities 
and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm 
drainage, information systems, landscaping and signage. Air conditioning will 
be provided by connection to a central utility plant. Comprehensive building 
and furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,301 kWr/370 Tons). 


11. REQ: 5,605 PN ADQT : 3,633 PN SUBSTD : 3,749 PN 

PR OJECT : Modernize and reconfigure barracks to accommodate 220 Soldiers at 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

76587 






PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide adequate barracks for 

assigned Soldiers. Maximum barracks utilization is 220 Soldiers. The intended 
use is for 188 junior enlisted Soldiers and 16 junior noncommissioned 
officers. This project is required to provide living and working conditions 
that meet current Army standards. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Personnel are currently housed in an existing substandard 

barracks located on Schofield Barracks. Existing living accommodations do not 
meet current Army standards . The Soldiers use common latrine and showers . 
Buildings lack proper plumbing, lighting, ventilation, and partitions for 
security, privacy, comfort and noise abatement. Billeting is currently located 
in the same building as the unit operations and headquarters facilities. This 
condition does not meet the current Army standards to provide quality living 
conditions for the Soldiers separated from administrative and operations 
facilities. The operations and administrative areas will be converted into 
living space. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this project is not provided, personnel will 
continue to live in deteriorated barracks constructed between 1914 and 1918 
that are below current Army standards. This will adversely affect the 
Soldiers' quality-of -life and morale, compromising retention rates and 
ultimately, unit readiness. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 

this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders . 

During the past two years, $3.2M has been spent on sustainment, restoration 
and modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Schofield Barracks. Upon 
completion of this multi -phased project and other projects approved through FY 
2013, the remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 334 
personnel at this installation. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn FO rm nqin 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

76587 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started DEC 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Schofield Barracks 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications.... 2 , 577 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1 , 546 

(c) Total Design Cost 4 , 123 

(d) Contract . . 2,577 

( e ) In-house 1/546 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAY 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 


(6) Construction Completion JUL 2015 


DD 


FORM 
X DEC 76 


1391C 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2,. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

76587 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: { CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenc 1 a t ur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 808-656-1288 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Pohakuloa Training Area 
Hawaii (Schofield Barracks) 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle 
Course 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT 

COST {$000) 




Auth 

29,000 

22212A 

178 

66023 

Approp 



9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 



mi . 

23,257 

Infantry Platoon Battle Course 

FP 

9 -- 

2203978 

(19,836) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

675,668 

(676) 

Range Control Tower 

EA 

1 -- 

673,678 

(674) 

Classroom Building 

n2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

6,888 

(522) 

Operations/Storage Building 

n2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

6,888 

(522) 

Total from Continuation page 




(1,027) 





2,317 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 


(1,038) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 


(1,123) 

Information Systems 

LS 


1 

(156) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




25,574 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,279 

SUBTOTAL 




26,853 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 




1,745 

TOTAL REQUEST 




28,598 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




29,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(1,537) 


.Description of proposed construction Construct a modified standard Automated Infantry 
Platoon Battle Course (IPBC) . Primary facilities include the IPBC, range 
operations control area, range control tower, classroom building, 
operations/storage building, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, ammunition 
breakdown building, latrine, special foundations, and building information 
systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting 
facilities include electric service; paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
gutters; and information systems. Facilities will be designed to a minimum 
life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society 
of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 21 kWr/6 Tons). 


11. REQ: 9 FP ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a modified standard Automated Infantry Platoon Battle 
Course at Pohakuloa Training Area (PTA) , Hawaii. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT : This complex is used to train and test infantry platoons. 


either mounted or dismounted, on the skills necessary to conduct tactical 
movement techniques, detect, identify, engage and defeat stationary and moving 
infantry and armor targets in a tactical array. All targets are fully 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii (Schofield Barracks) 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER I 

[Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 


66023 






9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 












Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


1 -- 


253,061 

(253) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SP) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

3,591 

(267) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

18,489 

(318) 

Latrine 

EA 


1 -- 


132,549 

(133) 

Special Foundations 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(22) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


__ 


-- 

(34) 


Total 1,027 


REQUIREMENT : ( CONT INUSD ) 

automated and the event specific target scenario is computer driven and scored 
from the range operations center. The range operating system is fully capable 
of providing immediate performance feedback to the Soldiers . This range is 
modified from the standard by being wider on each side and having three 
additional objectives between 0 and 2,000 meters. 

CURRENT SITUATION; There is not a range at PTA capable of supporting 
standard Infantry Platoon Live Fire Training that enables units to accomplish 
all of its Mission Essential Task List (METL) tasks. Current infantry platoon 
live fire exercises are executed on non-Standard ranges that do not support 
the qualification standards and METL tasks. The ranges used to train weapons 
systems are spread across a wide area requiring units to support numerous 
ranges to accomplish modified weapons qualification. This situation leads to 
logistical and training challenges for each unit. Existing ranges do not 
provide modernized targetry or scoring. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, units will continue 

to have a significant training and logistical burden. Existing ranges cannot 
adequately meet the qualification-training throughput of the assigned and 
transient organizations. These units will continue to train under 
circumstances that may negatively impact the degree of proficiency required 
for combat. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii (Schofield Barracks) 



j 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

Automated Infantry Platoon Battle Course 


66023 






ADDITIONAL ; ( CONTINUED ) 

accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started NOV 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed . JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

<f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Polk 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR <d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 570 

(b) All Other Design Costs 630 

(c) Total Design Cost 2 , 200 

(d) Contract 1,570 

(e) In-house 630 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 


r>n FORM 1 RQ1 f 1 
uu 1 DEC 76 XJ:?J - V ' 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: ( CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenc 1 a t ur e 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Target ry and Instrumentation 

OPA 

2013 

1,508 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

29 



TOTAL 

1,537 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 808-656-2371 


PAGE NO. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD 


FORM 


1 DSC 76 


1391C 









626 


1 . COMPONENT 


ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Wheeler Army Air Field 
Hawaii {Schofield Barracks) 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Combat Aviation Brigade Barracks 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT 

COST ($000) 




Auth 

85,000 



76903 

Approp 

85,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


UM (M/E) 


COST ($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks 
Central Plant 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 


n2 (SF) 
kWr (TN) 
LS 


14,854 ( 
1,934 ( 


159,887) 

550) 


4,085 

3,162 


68,076 

(60,672) 

(6,116) 

(1,288) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 
Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
iStorm Drainage 
Site Imp ( 1,081) Demo{ 
Information Systems 
Anti terrorism Measures 


) 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


4,755 

(497) 

(456) 

(215) 

(1,530) 

(445) 

(1,081) 

(438) 

(93) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


72,831 

3,642 

76,473 

4,971 

3,059 

84,503 

85,000 

0 


iq. D escription of proposed construction Construct standard design 404 space barracks to 
accommodate the Combat Aviation Brigade. Primary facilities include the 
|barracks. Central Utility Plant, building information systems, fire protection 
and alarm systems, and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. 
Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
ite development, utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, 
curbs and gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and 
signage. Air conditioning will be provided by central utility plant. Measures 
in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for 
Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings 
related interior design services are required. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life 
of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of 
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
[performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,878 kWr/534 Tons). 


11. REQ: 


5,605 PN ADQT : 3,633 PN SUBSTD : 3,749 PN 

Construct standard design barracks at Wheeler Army Airfield 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Wheeler Army Air Field, Hawaii (Schofield Barracks) 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER J 

[Combat Aviation Brigade Barracks 


76903 






PROJECT : ( CONTINUED) 

(Schofield Barracks), Hawaii, (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide permanent and adequate 

barracks for assigned Soldiers. This project will provide barracks that comply 
with the current Army standards for space, security, storage, and privacy for 
Soldiers stationed at Wheeler Army Airfield. Maximum barracks utilization for 
this project is 404 spaces. The intended use is for 344 junior enlisted 
Soldiers and 30 junior noncommissioned officers. This project will provide 
facilities to accommodate the restructuring in personnel at Wheeler Army 
Airfield due to the restructuring of forces as part of the Army Modularity 
Initiative. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Adequate existing barracks facilities are not available 

on Wheeler Army Airfield to support the stationing of the CAB. All existing 
facilities suitable for use under this facility category code are fully 
utilized. Soldiers will continue to live in substandard and deteriorating 
facilities that do not meet current Department of the Army Standards. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the Army will not 

be able to provide permanent facilities to accommodate the Combat Aviation 
Brigade at Wheeler Army Airfield, Hawaii. This situation may adversely impact 
morale, retention, and readiness. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components . A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

During the past two years, $3.2M has been spent on sustainment, restoration 
and modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Schofield Barracks. Upon 
completion of this multi-phased project and other projects approved through FY 
2013, the remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 334 
personnel at this installation. 
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1 . COMPONENT 



2 . DATE 


FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARMY 



06 FEB 2012 


1 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Wheeler Army Air Field, Hawaii (Schofield Barracks) 







12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 

(c) Date 35% Designed. 

(d) Date Design Complete 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Campbell 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 951 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1 , 171 

(c) Total Design Cost 3 , 122 

(d) Contract 1, 951 

(e) In-house 1, 171 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAY 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 


(6) Construction Completion JUL 2015 


JAN 2011 
15.00 
JAN 2013 
JUL 2013 
YES 


DD 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Wheeler Army i 

iir Field, Hawaii (Schofield Barracks) 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


1 5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

Combat Aviation Brigade Barracks 


76903 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 808-656-1288 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 


Kansas 

80114 


DE£%R3Wa?r OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY OBSTRUCTION {Part I) 
{COLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


INSTALLATION {COMMAND) NEW/ 

_ AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Fort Riley (IM03M) 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


12,200 

9S 

12,200 C 97 

Subtotal Fort Riley Part I 

$ 

12,200 

12,200 

* TOTAL MCA TOR Kansas 

$ 

12,200 

12,200 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. BATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. OCM4AND 

5. AREA OBSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Fort Riley 


US Army Installation Management Command 


Kansas 



1.05 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 


OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 20X1 2259 15729 2142 1 13 0 227 870 4476 25,717 

B. END FY 2017 2211 15404 2331 1 13 1 228 872 3313 24,374 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 46,779 ha (115,593 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 6,335,523 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 1,092,152 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 12,200 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 0 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS {NEW MISSION ONLY) 0 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 2,068,465 

H. GRAND TOTAL 9,508,340 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

211 80114 Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Ccnplex 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

12,200 08/2011 10/2012 


TOTAL 12,200 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSIAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide the nation's Armed Forces with a sustaining base and a power projection platform, in support 
of National Security Objectives. Major functions include: Support and enable operational and training 
requirements of Maneuver units, support basic and advanced skill training for new Soldiers; exercise 
canmand and control ; provide for public safety and security,- provide sound stewardship of installation 
resources and the environment; provide services/programs to enable readiness; execute community and family 
sxipport services and programs,* maintain and inprove installation infrastructure. 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1390 
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(XMPONS'JT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATICN AND LOCATICN: Fort Riley, Kansas 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

{$000} 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTICN 

0 

C. 0CX3PATICNAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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I.CCMFCMENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AM) LOCATION 

Fort Riley 
Kansas 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST 

($000) 




Such 

12,200 



80114 

Ajaprcp 



9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




8,064 

Company Operations Facility 

m2 (SF) 

1,115 ( 12,000) 

2,457 

(2,739) 

Covered Hardstand 

1)2 (SF) 

649.39 ( 6,990) 


(690) 

UAV Maintenance Hangar Addition 

n2 (SF) 

450.12 ( 4,845) 

3,884 

(1,748) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

m2 (SF) 

1,193 ( 12,836) 

1,297 

(1,547) 

Organizational Storage 

m2 (SF) 

370.68 ( 3,990) 

1,079 

(400) 

Total from Continuation page 




(940) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




2,846 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(323) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(172) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(585) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(203) 

Site Imp ( 1,106) Demo{ 381) 

LS 

— 

-- 

(1,487) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(46) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 



(30) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

■ 



10,910 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

■ ■ 



546 

SUBTOTAL 




11,456 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




653 

TOTAL REQUEST 

■ 


■ 

12,109 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 



■ 

12,200 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 

■ ■ 


nmm 

0 


io. Description of Proposed construction Construct an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex. 
Primary facilities include an Aviation Maintenance Hangar Addition, a company 
operations facility with covered hardstand, organizational storage, and 
organizational vehicle parking. Project includes special foundations, building 
information systems, fire protection and alarm systems, Intrusion Detection 
System (IDS) installation, and Energy Monitoring and Control Systems (EMCS) 
connection. Sustainability/ Energy measures will be provided. Supporting 
facilities include site development, utilities and connections, lighting, 
paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm drainage, information 
systems, landscaping and signage. Heating and air conditioning will be 
provided by self-contained system. Anti -Terrorism measures are provided. 
Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design services are 
required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. 

Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Demolish 1 
building (TOTAL 1,265 m2/13,616 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 229 kWr/65 
; Tons) . 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY 
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1 . COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


Fort Riley, Kansas 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 



5. PROJECT NUMBER 

80114 

9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 



Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM (M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Special Foundations 

LS 

-- 

— 

(489) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


Total 

(451) 

940 


11* REQ; 174,928 m2 ADQT: 116,902 m2 SUBSTD: 4,404 m2 

PROJECT : Construct facilities for an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex at Fort 

Riley, Kansas. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: This project is required to provide facilities for fielding of 

the Extended Range/Multipurpose (ERMP) Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) 
Companies. This will allow the ERMP UAS unit to maintain readiness to provide 
the capability to perform reconnaissance, surveillance, communications and 
target acquisition. These facilities are required to provide aircraft 
maintenance, repair, and storage as well as administration of company 
operations. 

CURRENT SITUATION: No existing facilities currently are available to provide 

aircraft maintenance, repair and storage; aircraft administrative operation; 
company operations; and aircraft operation to support these additonal units. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the third UAS 

company will lack adequate facilities to perform mission training, maintenance 
and efficient operations. Lack of adequate facilities will negatively impact 
operational readiness and the sustainment of combat capabilities for this 
increasingly critical war fighting technology. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Riley, Kansas 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

[Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


80114 






12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

{a) Date Design Started AUG 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 25 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Hood 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 344 

(b) All Other Design Costs 515 

(c) Total Design Cost 859 

(d) Contract 515 

(e) In-house 344 


(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1391C 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Riley, Kansas 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


80114 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: ( CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

NA 

Or Requested 

($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 785-239-8480 


EDITIONS MAY BE USED 


UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY OCNSTRUCridJ (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Kentucky Fort Campbell (IMOCM) 103 


61810 

Battalion Headquarters Conplex 


55,000 

55,000 

C 

105 

71712 

Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 


3,800 

3,800 

C 

108 

76239 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Cdrrplex 


23,000 

23,000 

C 

111 


Subtotal Fort Campbell Part I 

$ 

81,800 

81,800 




Fort Knox (IMOCM) 





115 

05924 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 


6,000 

6,000 

C 

117 


Subtotal Fort Knox Part I 

$ 

6,000 

6,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Kentucky 

$ 

87,800 

87,800 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY Q30STRUCTICN PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 - INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA CCNSTRUCTIQN 




COST INDEX 

Fort Campbell 


LB Army Installation Management Ccrnrrand 


Kentucky 



1.01 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOIM, 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 4097 25664 2598 0 144 0 32 469 6501 39,505 

B. END FY 2017 4179 25394 2868 28 240 0 32 469 5040 38,250 

7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 45,518 ha (112,476 AC) 


B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 6,511,807 

C. AUTHORIZATTCN NOT YET IN INVENTORY 1,522,735 

D. AOTHDRIZATICN REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 81,800 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 0 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 0 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 5,059,841 

H. GRAND TOTAL 13,176,183 

8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY PROJECT DOST DESIGN STATUS 








COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


. DATE 
06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Ebrt Canpbell, Kentucky 


11. COTSTANDIN3 POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES : 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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1.Q3MECNENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Campbe 1 1 
Kentucky 


4 •PROJECT TITLE 


Battalion Headquarters Complex 


S. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. REJECT COST {$000) 




a>-*h 55,000 

22096A 

721 

61810 

55,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E) 


QUANTITY 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks 

Battalion HQs w/Classrooms 
Company Operations Facilities 
Covered Hardstand 
Sustainability /Energy Measures 


m2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 
LS 


10,301 ( 110,876) 

1,486 ( 16,000) 

8,132 ( 87,529) 

1,570 ( 16,896) 


2,001 

2,553 

1,678 

477.06 


39,540 

(20,613) 

(3,796) 

(13,644) 

(749) 

(738) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
|Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
Storm Drainage 
Site Imp( 2,134) Demo( 
Information Systems 
| Ant it error ism Measures 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


7,783 

(871) 

(327) 

(3,600) 

(552) 

(2,134) 

(261) 

(38) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
[TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


47,323 
2,366 
49,689 
2,832 
1,988 
54,509 
55,000 
O 


io. Descript ion of proposed construction Construct standard design facilities for a 

Battalion Headquarters Complex. Primary facilities include Barracks, Battalion 
Headquarters with classrooms, and Company Cperations Facilities with covered 
hardstand, building information systems, fire protection and alarm systems, 
antiterrorism measures, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation, and 
Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connections. Sustainability/Energy 
measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include site development, 
utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and signage. Heating 
and air conditioning will be provided by self contained systems. Measures in 
accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for 
Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings 
related interior design services are required. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life 
of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of 
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 2,518 kWr/716 Tons). 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER I 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 


61810 






1 11. REQ: 9,807 PN ADQT: 7,772 PN SUBSTD: 2,964 P N 


PROJECT : Construct standard design facilities for a Battalion Headquarters 
Complex at Fort Campbell, Kentucky. {Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; This project is required to provide barracks and operations 
facilities that comply with current Army standards for space, security, 
storage, and privacy for Soldiers stationed at Fort Campbell. Maximum barracks 
utilization for this project is 297 spaces. The intended use is for 280 junior 
enlisted Soldiers and 17 junior noncommissioned officers. This project will 
provide facilities to accommodate restructuring of forces as part of Army 
Transformation . 

CURRENT SITUATION: Adequate existing facilities are not available to support 

these units. All existing facilities suitable for use under these facility 
categories are fully utilized. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, these Soldiers will 

remain in inadequate, undersized, or temporary facilities. The lack of 
permanent facilities that meet Army standards may negatively impact efficient 
mission accomplishment and retention. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army {Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 

Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

During the past two years, $8M has been spent on sustainment, restoration and 
modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Fort Campbell, Kentucky. Upon 
completion of this multi -phased project and other projects approved through FY 
2013, the remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 684 
personnel at this installation. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: {Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Campbell 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. 1, 263 

(b) All Other Design Costs 752 

(c) Total Design Cost 2 , 015 

(d) Contract 1,263 

(e) In-house 752 

(4) Construction Contract Award APR 2013 

(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 

(6) Construction Completion . JUL 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 270-798- 9700 

nn form i-jqir previous editions may be used internally 

UU 1 DEC 76-L.5y.lL. UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Port Campbell 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 3,800 

22212A 

178 

71712 

ipprop 3,800 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 


Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 
Range Operations Control Area 
[After Action Review Building 
[Operations /Storage Building 
Ammunition Breakdown Building 
Total from Continuation page 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Site Imp( 24) Demo{ 
Information Systems 


44) 


UM (M/E) 

EA 

EA 

n2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 


1 

1 

100.80 

75.81 

17.19 


1,085) 

816) 

185) 


UNIT COST 

1862999 

75,938 

2,482 

3,008 

8,075 


COST ($000) 

2,768 

(1,863) 

(76) 

(250) 

(228) 

(139) 

( 212 ) 

517 

(161) 

( 68 ) 

(288) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
(TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


3,285 

164 


3,449 

197 

138 


3,784 
3,800 
( 1 , 022 ) 


Description of proposed construction Construct a standard design Live Fire Exercise 
Shoothouse. Primary facilities include the shoothouse, range operations 
control area, after action review building, operations /storage building, 
ammunition breakdown building, latrine, and building information systems. 
Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
electric service, site improvements, and information systems. Facilities will 
|be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Demolish 3 buildings (TOTAL 1,003 
jm2/10,800 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 21 kWr/6 Tons). 


11. RSQ: 2 EA ADQT : 1 EA SUBSTD: 5 EA 

PR OJECT : Construct a standard design Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse at Fort 


Campbell, Kentucky. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: This project is required to provide a Shoothouse to train and 

evaluate units during a live fire exercise. Units are trained and evaluated on 
their ability to move tactically (enter and clear a room; enter and clear a 
building) , engage targets, conduct breaches and practice target 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


I 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 


71712 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Latrine m2 (SF) 

Sustainability/ Energy Measures LS 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

discrimination. Active component Soldiers required to deploy must have 
training in a live fire environment. This project supports the required 
through-put of Soldiers. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The installation lacks the facilities to support local 

training on weapons systems assigned to Soldiers and units stationed on Fort 
Campbell. Units are required to travel to neighboring installations to train 
and qualify with their weapon systems. This situation reduces available 
individual and unit training time due to transportation. It also increases 
unit coordination for logistics requirements to support training away from the 
installation. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this facility is not provided, Soldiers will not 

be able to obtain and maintain efficiency for live fire training in urban 
environments. These units will not train to standard. Soldiers may enter 
future combat less than fully prepared to employ the full capabilities of 
their weapons and equipment . 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army {Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2Q12 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 


71712 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(d) Date Design Complete APR 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Hood 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 96 

(b) All Other Design Costs 75. 

(c) Total Design Cost . 171 

(d) Contract 96^ 

(e) In-house 75 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion APR 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations : 

Equipment 

Nomenclature 

Procuring 

Appropriation 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 
Or Requested 

Cost 

($000) 

Targetry and Instrumentation 

OPA 

2013 

978 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

44 



TOTAL 

1,022 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 270-798-9700 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Fort Campbell 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 



6. CATEGORY CODE 


8 . PROJECT 

COST ($000) 




Auth 

23,000 

22096A 

214 

76239 

Approp 

23,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




13,114 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

1,747 ( 18,800) 

2,613 

(4,564) 

Company Operations Facility 

Ti2 (SF) 

1,644 ( 17,700) 

2,161 

(3,553) 

Covered Hards tands 

n2 (SF) 

434.79 ( 4,680) 

623.15 

(271) 

Organizational Storage 

m2 (SF) 

325.16 ( 3,500) 

1,108 

(360) 

Oil Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

89.19 ( 960) 

1,634 

(146) 

Total from Continuation page 




(4,220) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




7,170 

Electric Service 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(406) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 


-- 

(4,420) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

__ 

__ 

(484) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(177) 

Site Imp ( 1,175) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,175) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

— 

(461) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 



(47) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

H| 



20,284 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,014 

SUBTOTAL 

■ 



21,298 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




1,214 

TOTAL REQUEST 




22,512 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

■ ■ 



23,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


io. Description of proposed construction Construct an Unmanned Aerial Systems (UAS) Complex 
to include a standard design company operations facility with covered 
jhardstand, a vehicle maintenance shop, organizational storage, hazardous waste 
and oil storage, organizational vehicle parking, taxiways and runway overrun 
areas, and building information systems. Primary facility also includes fire 
^protection and alarm systems, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation, 
and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connections. 

Sustainability/Energy Measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
site development, utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, 
curbs and gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and 
signage. Heating and air conditioning will be provided by self contained 
systems. Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum 
|Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building 
and furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
[American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 404 kWr/115 Tons). 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Fort Campbell, 

Kentucky 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

76239 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

89.19 ( 

960) 

1,634 

(146) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

m2 

(SY) 

17,086 ( 

20,435) 

113.95 

(1, 947) 

Fixd Wing Taxiway 

m2 

(SY) 

5,390 ( 

6,446) 

242.65 

(1,308) 

Runway Overrun Area 

m2 

(SY) 

5,574 ( 

6,667) 

118.06 

(658) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures 

LS 




-- 

(161) 






Total 

4,220 

11. REQ: 159,834 m2 ADQT : 


8,295 m2 SUBSTD : 

58,691 m2 


PROJECT : Construct standard design facilities for an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
Complex at Fort Campbell, Kentucky. {Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide facilities for fielding of 

Range/ Multipurpose {ERMP) Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) Companies. This will 
allow the ERMP UAS unit to maintain readiness to provide the capability to 
perform reconnaissance, surveillance, communications and target acquisition. 
These facilities are required to provide aircraft maintenance, repair, and 
storage as well as administration of company operations. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There are no facilities to accommodate ERMP UAS companies 

at Fort Campbell, KY. A shortfall of company operations facilities and vehicle 
maintenance shops exists. All existing facilities suitable for use under these 
facility category codes are fully utilized. Existing facilities are not 
available to fully perform company level administration, supply activities, 
and vehicle and equipment maintenance. Both COF and maintenance functions 
would be accomplished by the use of temporary modular units. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, it will have a 

negative impact on unit readiness. UAS companies will lack adequate facilities 
to perform mission training, maintenance, and efficient operations adversely 
impacting morale, retention, and readiness. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 


PAGE NO. 112 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


, i39ic 





648 


1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

1 3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Campbell 

Kentucky 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER i 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


76239 

ADDITIONAL: 

(CONTINUED) 




[laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

{1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JUN 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

{c} Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Adapt-Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Port Campbell 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 577 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1 , 195 

(c) Total Design Cost 1, 772 

(d) Contract 1,195 

(e) In-house 577 


(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Campbell, 

Kentucky 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 


1 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


76239 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 270-798-9700 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

1 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA CLNSTRirriCN 




COST INDEX 

Fort Knox 


IK Amy Installation Management Cfcrrmand 


Kentucky 



1.04 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 2172 7201 5503 191 347 64 50 640 6630 22,798 

B. END FY 2017 2101 6959 4907 23 256 41 43 589 5519 20,438 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 44,156 ha (109,111 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY PROJECT 


GOST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START COMPLETE 

178 

5924 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

6,000 

09/2010 10/2012 



TOTAL 

6,000 



9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. ETANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION OILY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Fort Knox houses the following: Headquarters Fbrt Knox, Human Resources Center of Excellence, Brigade 
Ccmbat Team, HQ USA Recruiting Oomrtand, USA Accessions Support Bde, Fort Knox MEDDAC, Fort Knox DENTAC, 
46th AG Battalion (Reception), IK Army Research Institute, USA Test & Evaluation Qarrtvand, U.S. Army Second 
ROTC Region, U.S. Army ROTC Cadet Command, Logistical Assistance and Protection of Gold Depository, Det 5, 
USA NCO Academy/Drill Sergeant School, U.S. Army Legal Services Agency, AMC logistic Assistance Office - 
Fort Knox, Fort Knox District, Third Region, USACIDC, U.S. Army TMDE Support Operation, Summer Training, 
Reserve and National Guard Training Support, and Support of Civilian Components . 


6,560,722 

344,681 

6,000 

0 

0 

411,979 

7,323,382 
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0(M?C3®NT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CmSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSIALIATICN AND LOCATION: Fort Knox, Kentucky 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 


11. OUTSTANDING FOLUJTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

a. air pollution 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATICNAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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5 -- 
1 -- 
1 -- 
75.81 ( 
75.81 ( 




Infantry Squad Battle Course 
Range Operations Control Area 
Range Control Tower 
Classroom Building 
Operations /Storage Building 
Total from Continuation page 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Site Imp( 230) Demo( 4) 

Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


xo. Description of proposed construction Construct a standard design Infantry Squad Battle 

Course (ISBC) . Primary facilities include the ISBC, range operations control 
area, range control tower, classroom building, operations/storage building, 
latrine, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, ammunition breakdown building, and 
building information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include electric service, site improvements, and 
information systems. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years 
and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, 
Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through 
improved building envelope and integrated building systems performance. 
Demolish 2 buildings (TOTAL 102 m2/l,100 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 28 
kWr/8 Tons) . 




11. REQ: 5 FP ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a standard design Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 

(ISBC) at Fort Knox, Kentucky. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to train and test infantry squads at 

Fort Knox on the skills necessary to conduct tactical movement techniques; 
detect, identify, engage, and defeat stationary and moving infantry targets in 
a tactical array. Squad level tactical training provides foundational combat 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Knox, Kentucky 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


|S. PROJECT NUMBER 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 


05924 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Latrine 

m2 

(SP) 

30.66 ( 

330) 

6,181 

(190) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


1 -- 


103,672 

(104) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,471 

(109) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

7,574 

(130) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


— 


-- 

(18) 






Total 

551 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

skills necessary to progress further in tactical proficiencies. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Fort Knox does not have an Infantry Squad Battle Course 

(ISBC) . Soldiers are required to expend extensive resources to configure 
temporary non-standard ISBC layouts in areas that have no infrastructure to 
support training. The ability of the modern Infantry Squad to train to 
required tactics, techniques, and procedures are degraded because no standard 
ISBC exists at Fort Knox. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Soldiers will 

continue to train on inadequate ranges. These units will not train to 
standard, and may enter future combat less than fully prepared. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012.... 35 . 00 

(c) Date 3 5% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Knox, Kentucky 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Automated Infantry Squad Battle Course 


05924 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Drum 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 300 

(b) All Other Design Costs 200 

(c) Total Design Cost 500 

(d) Contract 350 

(e) In-house 150 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion APR 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Nomenclature 

Procuring 

Appropriation 

Appropriated 
Or Requested 

Cost 

($000) 

Targetry and Instrumentation 

OPA 

2013 

1,400 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

47 



TOTAL 

1,447 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 502-624-2151 

nn FORM PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 

uu X DEC UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


PAGE NO. 119 





655 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) 
^DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE mSTALLATICN (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHJRIZATTCM APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

mttmrto PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Missouri Fort Leonard Wbod (IMCQM) 123 

54489 Trainee Barracks Catplex 3, Fh 2 58,000 58,000 C 125 

65679 Vehicle Maintenance Shop 39,000 39,000 C 129 

66099 Battalion Ocnplex Facilities 26,000 26,000 C 133 


Subtotal Fort Leonard Wbod Part I $ 123,000 123,000 

* TOTAL MCA FOR Missouri $ 123,000 123,000 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INST&IIATICN AND LOCATION 


Fort Leonard Wood 
Missouri 


LB Army Installation Management Carmand 


5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 991 6003 2738 1047 17005 99 37 2032 3834 33,786 

B. HMD FY 2017 1001 5647 2894 1074 14931 90 37 2032 3834 31,540 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 25,605 ha (63,270 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 4,449,971 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 945,736 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 123,000 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 82,700 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 0 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 3,277,841 

H. GRAND TOTAL 8,879,248 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY 

PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

NOMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

721 

54489 

Trainee Barracks Conplex 3, Ph 2 

58,000 

01/2011 

10/2012 

214 

65679 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

39,000 

08/2010 

01/2013 

141 

66099 

Battalion Conplex Facilities 

26,000 

10/2010 

10/2012 



TOTAL 

123,000 



. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 




CATEGORY 



COST 



CODE 


PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 



A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 




721 


Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 

54,000 



214 


Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

25,000 



172 


Training Aids Center 

3,700 





TOTAL 

82,700 




B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provides support and facilities for a US Amy Training Center, IB Artiy Engineer School, US Amy Prime 
Power School, US Amy Chemical School, US Amy Military Police School, US Amy Reception Station, 
Noncommissioned Officer Acaderry/Drill Sergeant School, US Amy Hospital, major caribat and caribat support 
forces and other tenant activities. Supports Reserve Components and other satellite activities and units. 
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l.CCMPQNENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood 
Missouri 


4, PROJECT TITLE 


Trainee Barracks Complex 3, Ph 2 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST 

($000) 




Auth 

58,000 

85796A 

721 

54489 

ftp prep 

58,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


m (m/e) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks /Company Ops Fac 
Dining Facility 
Special Foundations 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 


m2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 
LS 
LS 


18,573 ( 
3,136 { 


199,923) 

33,760) 


1,957 

3,305 


48,266 

(36,342) 

(10,364) 

(613) 

(947) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Storm Drainage 

Site Imp { 1,420) Demo ( ) 

Information Systems 
(Antiterrorism Measures 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


3,545 

(737) 

(323) 

(33) 

(825) 

(179) 

(1,420) 

(27) 

( 1 ) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


51,811 

2,591 


54,402 

3,101 


57,503 

58,000 

O 


io .Description of proposed construction This project consists of 2 phases. This is Phase 2 
for $58M. Phase 1 (PN 51857) was appropriated in FY10 for $50M. Phase 2 
Constructs a standard-design, battalion-size, trainee barracks complex for 
1200 trainees. Primary facilities include five open-bay barracks for three 
companies with company operations and classrooms space; and a dining facility; 
Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation; Energy Monitoring and Control 
System (EMCS) connections; antiterrorism measures; building information 
systems; and fire protection and alarm systems. Special foundations are 
required. Sustainability/Energy Measures will be provided. Supporting 
facilities include site development, utilities and connections, lighting, 
paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, street realignment, storm drainage, 
underground stormwater detention and water quality management facilities, 
information systems, landscaping, and signage. Heating and air conditioning 
Will be provided by a central plant. Measures in accordance with the 
Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will 
be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design 
services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
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DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION; (CONTINUED) 

building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air 

Conditioning (Estimated 2,040 kWr/580 Tons). 

11. REQ: 12,689 PN ADQT: 3,840 PN SUBSTD: 6,720 PN 

PROJECT ; Construct Phase 2 of a Trainee Barracks Complex at Fort Leonard 
Wood, Missouri. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide a standard design Initial 

Entry Trainee Barracks for Soldiers receiving basic training at Fort Leonard 
Wood. The design capacity for this complex is 1,200 trainees. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There is a lack of permanent trainee facilities at Fort 

Leonard Wood. The permanent barracks are filled to capacity. Fort Leonard Wood 
must prepare temporary barracks for projected summer surges along with 
utilizing leased, prefabricated barracks. The permanent barracks lack air 
conditioning and adequate latrine facilities. The Soldiers cannot get proper 
sleep during July and August due to extreme heat and humidity. This negatively 
impacts training and results in reduced training effectiveness. Latrine usage 
must be divided between male and female Soldiers . Areas for clothes washing 
and laundry disposition are inadequate. These deficient facilities force 
trainers to schedule additional personal hygiene periods which ultimately 
leads to a reduction in valuable training time. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Soldiers will 

continue to live and train in substandard facilities that do not meet Army 
standards. These conditions may have a negative impact on Soldier morale, 
welfare, and health; ultimately impacting their ability to complete training. 

A lack of capacity also delays Soldiers from entering basic training due to 
lack of training infrastructure. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


During the past two years, $58M has been spent on sustainment, restoration and 
modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Fort Leonard Wood. Upon completion 
of this multi-phased project and other projects approved through FY 2014, the 
remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 0 personnel at 
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1 . COMPONENT 2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
ARMY 06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Trainee Barracks Complex 3, Ph 2 

54489 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

this installation. 


Requested 

FY2010 ($000) FY2013 ($000) 

Authorization $50,000 $58,000 

Authorization of $50,000 $58,000 

Appropriation 

Appropriation $50,000 $58,000 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JAN 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Adapt -Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Leonard Wood 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) + (b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 817 

(b) All Other Design Costs 817 

(c) Total Design Cost 1 , 634 

(d) Contract 817 

(e) In-house 817 

(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 

(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 

(6) Construction Completion JUN 2015 
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COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


DATE 


ARMY | 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Fort Leonard Wood 
Missouri 

5 .PROGRAM ELEMENT Is.CA 


6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

214 

65679 


Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

CT NUMBER Is PROJECT COST ($000) 


9. COST ESTIMATES 




Vehicle Maintenance Shop 
Organizational Vehicle Parking 
Organizational Storage 
Oil Storage Bldg 
Hazardous Waste Storage 

Total from Continuation page 




COST ($000) 

25 

, 648 

(12 

, 943) 

(5 

,613) 

a 

,457) 


(164) 


(164) 

(5 

, 307) 

9 

, 056 


(785) 


(515) 


(348) 

(2 

, 774) 

(3 

,954) 


(508) 


(172) 

34 

,704 

1 

,735 

36,439 

2,077 

38 

39 

,516 
, 000 
0 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


io. Descript ion of proposed construction Construct a standard design Vehicle Maintenance 

Shop. Primary facilities include the maintenance shop, organizational vehicle 
parking, organizational storage, tactical unmanned aerial vehicle 
maintenance/storage building, substation, oil storage, and hazardous waste 
storage. Construction includes special foundations, fire protection and alarm 
systems, building information systems, antiterrorism measures, and Energy 
Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connections. Sustainability/ Energy 
measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include utilities, lift 
station, electric service, site grading, access roads, lighting, paving, 
parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm drainage to include storm water 
retention areas, information systems, signage, and site improvements. Traffic 
signals, street and intersection improvements are also required. Comprehensive 
building and furnishings related to interior design services are required. 

Heat and air conditioning will be provided by self-contained systems. Access 
for individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 211 
kWr/60 Tons) . 
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1 , COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 


65679 

i 





9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 




Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

177.07 ( 1,906) 

1,514 

(268) 

Substation 

kVA(KVA) 

44,000 ( 44,000) 

84.03 

(3,697) 

Special Foundations 

LS 


-- 

__ 

(354) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


” 

Total 

(988) 

5,307 


11. REQ: 47,204 m2 ADQT: 9,222 m2 SUBSTD: 3,012 m2 

PROJECT : Construct a standard design Vehicle Maintenance Shop (VMS) at Fort 

Leonard Wood, Missouri. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide mission-critical facilities 

to support units stationed at Fort Leonard Wood. This project will provide 
maintenance, operations, and storage facilities that comply with Army 
standards for space, security and storage. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The amount of existing VMS's are well below the amount 

needed to support operational units. Adequate existing facilities are not 
available on the installation to accommodate maintenance requirements. All 
existing facilities suitable for use under the required facility category 
codes are fully utilized. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, operational, 

equipment, and training readiness will be adversely impacted by the lack of 
maintenance facilities. There are not enough adequate facilities for 
operations, organizational storage and vehicle maintenance. Inadequate 
facilities will adversely impact overall readiness to contribute to the 
contingency operations and other operational missions. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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1 , COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 



j 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 


65679 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. AUG 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete JAN 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Adapt-Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Leonard Wood 


(3) Total Design Cost {c ) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 556 

(b) All Other Design Costs 928 

(c) Total Design Cost 1, 484 

(d) Contract 928 

(e) In-house 556 


(4) Construction Contract Award APR 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUL 2013 


(6) Construction Completion JUL 2015 
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12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 573-596-3233 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Company Operations Facilities 
Covered Hardstand 
Battalion HQs w/Classrooms 
Special Foundations 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 




Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp ( 1,107) Demo ( 157) 

Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONT INGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



19 

,815 

(11 

,323) 


(599) 

(4 

339) 


(524) 

(3 

,030) 

3 

,296 


(531) 


(171) 


(843) 


(283) 

a 

,264) 


(204) 

23 

,111 

1 

156 

24 

,267 

1 

,383 

25 

,650 

26 

,000 


0 


io. Description of Proposed construction Construct a standard design Battalion Headquarters 
building with Classrooms, and Company Operations Facilities (COF) with covered 
hardstand. Primary facilities include special foundations, fire protection and 
alarm systems, building information systems. Intrusion Detection System (IDS) 
installation, and Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connections . 
Sustainability/ Energy measures will be provided. Supporting facilities 
include electrical service; water, sewer, and gas; paving, walks, curbs and 
gutters; storm drainage,- site improvements; and information systems. Heating 
and air conditioning will be provided by self contained systems. Measures in 
accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for 
Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings 
related to interior design services are required. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life 
of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of 
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Demolish 13 buildings (TOTAL 3,116 m2/33,545 SF) . Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 510 kWr/145 Tons) . 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


S. PROJECT NUMBER 

Battalion Complex Facilities 


66099 






11. REQ: 19,513 m2 ADQT: 11,658 m2 SUBSTD r 353 m2 


PROJECT ; Construct standard design Battalion Complex Facilities at Fort 
Leonard Wood, Missouri. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide facilities in support of 

units relocated to Fort Leonard Wood under the Army's Global Defense Posture 
Realignment (GDPR) . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The units are currently utilizing inadequate and 

temporary, relocatable facilities. Existing assets are insufficient to satisfy 
requirements . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If the project is not provided, units will continue 

to utilize inadequate and deteriorated facilities, including areas exposed to 
the environment, which may adversely impact mission accomplishment and quality 
of life. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract; Adapt-Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Knox 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 852 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 


(b) All Other Design Costs 335 

(c) Total Design Cost 1 , 187 

(d) Contract 852 

(e) In-house 335 

(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 

(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 

(6) Construction Completion MAY 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 573-596-3233 

nn FORM nqlP PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY SE USED INTERNALLY 

UU 1 DEC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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STATE 

PROTECT 

NUMBER 


New Jersey 

71675 


51519 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CCNSTRDCTICN (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


INSTALLATION (COMMAND) 

PROJECT TITLE 


Joint Base McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst (AMC) 
Flight Equipment Ccmplex 

Subtotal JB McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst Part I 

Picatinny Arsenal (IMCCM) 

Ballistic Evaluation Center 

Subtotal Picatinny Arsenal Part I 

* TOTAL MCA FOR New Jersey 


NEW/ 

AOTHQRI ZATICN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 



47,000 

47,000 

C 

139 

$ 

47,000 

47,000 







143 


10,200 

10,200 

C 

145 

$ 

10,200 

10,200 



$ 

57,200 

57,200 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst, New Jersey 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

Flight Equipment Complex 



S . PROJECT 

NUMBER 

71675 

9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 










Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 






Fixed Wing Taxiway 

m2 

(SY) 

9,293 ( 11,114) 

162.37 

(1,509) 

Rotary Wing Landing Pad 

m2 

(SY) 

928.94 ( 1,111) 

166.02 

(154) 

Taxi way Lighting 

EA 


42 — 

8,301 

(349) 

Landing Pad Lighting 

EA 


22 -- 

8,301 

(183) 

IDS Installation 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(50) 

EMCS Connection 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(98) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(615) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(373) 





Total 

3,331 


11. REQ: 9,993 m2 ADQT: NONE SUB STD : NONE 

PROJECT ; Construct a Flight Equipment Complex at Joint Base 
McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst , New Jersey. {Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide a flight equipment complex 

for the Communications Electronics Research Development and Engineering Center 
(CERDEC) Flight Activity (CFA) . CERDEC requires a rotary, fixed wing, and 
unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) aircraft hangar; aircraft pavements; shops; 
storage; administrative space and a SCIF to conduct their research, 
development, test, and evaluation mission. Manned aircraft activities include 
high and low altitude test flights with day and night operations. Unmanned 
Aerial Vehicle (UAV) testing includes fixed wing and rotary wing. 

CURRENT SITUATION: CERDEC Flight Activity operates out of a pre-World War II 

wooden hangar. The condition of the hangar has necessitated the installation 
of safety netting on the inside of the hangar to prevent debris from falling 
on personnel, aircraft and equipment. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the CERDEC Flight 

Activity (CFA) will be negatively impacted. Research, test, and evaluation may 
deminish resulting in repeated testing and evaluation. Overall mission 
attainment may be compromised as well as personnel safety. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti terror ism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 


Sustainable principles, 
PAGE NO. 140 


to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn Fom -- Q1p 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED UU 1 DEC 




672 


1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base McGuire -Dix-Lakehurst, New Jersey 



|4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Flight Equipment Complex 


71675 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started NOV 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete QCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 2,217 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 774 

(c) Total Design Cost 3, 991 

(d) Contract 2,217 

(e) In-house 1, 774 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion NOV 2015 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: {CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 973-724-2434 
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. comlotent 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


2, DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Picatinny Arsenal 
New Jersey 


5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
OOST INDEX 


IK Arny Installation Management Command 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 106 107 3039 0 0 0 3 13 2919 6,187 

B. END FY 2017 109 117 2940 0 0 0 3 13 2918 6,100 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 2,628 ha (6,493 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUIKJRIZATIOT NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN TOE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 

, PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

ODDE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

316 51519 Ballistic Evaluation Center 


1,498,886 

104,106 

10,200 

0 

0 

383,074 

1,996,266 


COST DESIOT STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

10,200 03/2011 10/2012 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY 

COTE PROJECT TITLE 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NOTE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($000) 


N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Mission: To conduct R&D and life cycle engineering of assigned material . Tt> execute assigned missions 
in support of other US AMC or DOT elements having centralized management responsibility for specific 
weapon systems. To maintain a technological base to accomplish development, productions and life cycle 
support of assigned materiel. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 


A. AIR P0LLUTIOT 


($ 000 ) 

0 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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11. COTSTANDING POLLUTICN AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: (. . .CCNTINUED) 

($ 000 ) 

B. WATER POUOTICW 0 

c. occupational safety and health o 
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297.29 ( 

3,200) 

1,314 ( 

14, 140) 

55.74 ( 

600) 

267.56 ( 

2,880) 

232.26 { 

2,500) 





POST ($000) 

7, 341 
(1,755) 
(1,237) 
(52) 
(331) 
(1,796) 
(2,170) 
1,763 
(35) 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Tube Storage/Inspection Area 
Fragment Recovery Areas 
Storage Shed, Covered 
Vehicle Storage Shed 
Amraunition/Explosive/Toxic Bldg 
Total from Continuation page 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Storm Drainage 

Site Imp { 263) Demo ( 391) 

Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


lo. Description of proposed construction Construct a Ballistic Evaluation Center. Primary 

facilities include tube storage/inspection area, fragment recovery sifter, 
covered storage shed, ammunition/explosives/toxic butts recovery areas, 
research and development range structure, shell recovery area, crane rails, 
building information systems, and antiterrorism measures. Increased building 
Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP) measures are included to safeguard the 
handling and storage of explosive ordnance. Energy Monitoring and Control 
Systems (EMCS) connections and Intrusion Detection System (IDS) are required. 
Sustainability/Energy Measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
parking, access roads, security gates, site utilities including storm drainage 
with water retention areas, electric, water, septic system, repair existing 
steam/ chill system, curbs, gutters, exterior lighting, and signage. Air 
Conditioning will be provided by self-contained units. Access for individuals 
with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum 
life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society 
of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Demolish 3 buildings (TOTAL 1,022 m2/ll,006 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 169 kWr/48 Tons) . 


9,104 

455 


9,559 

545 


10,104 

10,200 

0 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey 



j 4. PROJECT TITLE 



Ballistic Evaluation Center 


51519 






9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 




Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

RDT&E Range Structure 

m2 

(SF) 

278.71 ( 3,000) 

1,901 

( 530 ) 

Shell Recovery Area 

EA 


1 -- 

1099593 

( 1 , 100 ) 

Crane Rail 

kg 

(TON) 

907.19 ( 1) 

80.62 

(73) 

IDS Installation 

LS 


-- 

-- 

( 15 ) 

EMCS Connections 

LS 



-- 

( 18 ) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 

-- 

( 251 ) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 

__ 

( 107 ) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 



Total 

(76) 

2,170 

11. REQ: 9,164 m2 ADQT: 


5,032 m2 SUBSTD: 


397 m2 


PROJECT : Construct a Ballistic Evaluation Center at Picatinny Arsenal, New 
Jersey. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to modernize the Ballistic Evaluation 


Center and to provide state-of-the-art facilities for the Armaments 
Experimentation & Evaluation Division (AE&ED) . This will allow AE&ED to 
conduct experimental evaluations of developmental large caliber weapons, 
projectiles, and propellants. Malfunction investigations will also be 
performed on fielded ammunition, weapons, and surveillance 
inspections/evaluations of stockpiled ammunition. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The area being used was designed in the 1950s. The 

existing buildings were not designed to withstand the overpressure blast 
generated from modern high velocity weapon systems. The buildings' exterior 
walls and roof are sustaining structural damage due to repeated exposure to 
the elements. Water infiltration and water damage affect mission operations 
and damage equipment. This facility does not contain temperature and humidity 
controls, or environmental access controls to maintain safe handling 
conditions. The out buildings are temporary and are in poor condition; with 
minimal usable space . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, munitions testing 

and evaluation will be negatively impacted. Reliability of tests may diminish 
resulting in repeated testing and evaluation. Overall mission attainment may 
be compromised as well as personnel safety. 

ADDITIONAL ; This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and no physical security measures are required. No 
antiterrorism protection measures are required. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

PY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Ballistic Evaluation Center 


51519 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAR 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete.. OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 571 

(b) All Other Design Costs 380 

(c) Total Design Cost 951 

(d) Contract 571 

(e) In-house 380 


(4) Construction Contract Award APR 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 


(6) Construction Completion AUG 2014 
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12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


'Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 973-724-3664 


EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
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DEPARTMENT OF 1?® ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part 1} 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 

INSTALLATION (COMMAND) 

AOTHORIZATICN APPROPRIATION 

PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST 

NEW/ 

CURRENT 

MISSION 

PAGE 

New York 

Fort Drum (XMCXM) 




151 

80246 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 

95,000 

95,000 

C 

153 


Subtotal Fort Drum Part I $ 

95,000 

95,000 




United States Military Academy (IMCCM) 




157 

79933 

Cadet Barracks 

192,000 

192,000 

c 

159 


Subtotal United States Military Acadsny Part I $ 

192,000 

192 , 000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR New York $ 

287,000 

287,000 




PAGE NO. 14 9 



1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FES 2012 

I 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. CCSWND 

5. AREA OBSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Fort Drum 


US Amy Installation Management COttmnd 


New York 



1.11 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 


A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 

B. END FV 2017 


2200 15346 1944 
2179 15016 1974 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 43,409 ha {107,265 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHOR! ZATIQN REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 

. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

211 80246 Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


825 2944 

837 2673 


5,441,188 

1,455,603 

95,000 


2,023,583 

9,015,374 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

95,000 08/2011 10/2013 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

The 10th Mountain Division and Fort Drum trains, equips, projects and sustains campaign quality force 
packages to provide regional combatant cormanders the capability to sustain joint and expeditionary 
operations while caring for Soldiers and their Families. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLIOTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
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1.CCMPCM2NT 
ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Drum 
New York 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 



6 . CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 






Auth 


22096A 

211 

80246 

Apprcp 

95,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

ITSMSFiSaM 

QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 



mmm 

59,603 

Aircraft Secure Storage Bays 

m2 (SF) 

12,888 ( 138,721) 

1,866 

(24,048) 

Aircraft Maintenance Bay 

m2 (SF) 

3,679 ( 39,603) 

3,449 

(12,689) 

Flight Control Tower 

m2 (SF) 

835.38 ( 8,992) 

8,226 

(6,872) 

Company Operations Facilities 

m2 (SF) 

3,044 ( 32,766) 

2,219 

(6,754) 

Renovate Hangar Sprinkler Sys 

m2 (SF) 

40,823 ( 439,415) 

56.83 

(2,320) 

Total from Continuation page 




(6,920) 

WHnsnaB 




22,452 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(566) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(13,853) 


LS 

-- 

-- 

(811) 


LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,090) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(28S) 

Site Imp( 988) Demo( 163) 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(1,151) 


LS 

-- 

-- 

(4,554) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 



(142) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

.■ 'H 


m | 

82,055 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

■ ■ 



4,103 

SUBTOTAL 

■ 



86,158 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 

■ 


■ 

4,911 

DESIGN/ BUILD - DESIGN COST 

■ 


■ ■ 

3,446 

TOTAL REQUEST 

■ 


■ 

94,515 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 



■ ■ 

95,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



HI 

(1,218) 


d® script ion of proposed construction Construct an Aircraft Maintanence Hangar and 

infrastructure. Primary facilities include Aircraft Maintenance Hangar, 
(Aircraft Secure Storage Bays, Company Operations Facilities, oil and hazardous 
waste storage, Flight Control Tower, airfield paving, major utility systems 
(gas, sanitary sewer, water lines, and sewage treatment), special foundations, 
fire protection and alarm systems, installation of Intrusion Detection System 
(IDS), Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connections, and building 
information systems. Sustainability/ Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include site development, utilities and connections, 
lighting, paving, parking, curbs and gutters, storm drainage, information 
systems, fencing, landscaping and signage. Measures in accordance with the 
Department of Defense (DOD) Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will 
be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design 
services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Demolish 1 
building (TOTAL 15 m2/l60 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 229 kWr/65 Tons) . 
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9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Special Foundations 

LS 





(2,394) 

Airfield Paving 

m2 

(SY) 

7,789 ( 

9,316) 

93.36 

(727) 

Sewage/Waste Treatment Bldg 

m2 

(SF) 

222.97 ( 

2,400) 

1,615 

(360) 

Oil Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

161.09 ( 

1,734) 

1,677 

(270) 

Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

22.76 ( 

245) 

2,024 

(46) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(987) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


-- 


-•* 

(2,136) 






Total 

6,920 


11. REQ: 113,894 m2 ADQT : 43,921 m2 SUBSTD; NONE 

PROJECT ; Construct an Aircraft Maintanence Hangar and infrastructure for Port 
Drum, New York. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: This project is required to provide permanent facilities and 

infrastructure for a Combat Aviation Brigade at Fort Drum. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing facilities on Fort Drum are not adequate to 

support the requirements of a Combat Aviation Brigade. All existing facilities 
suitable for use under these facility categories are fully utilized. This 
project provides essential permanent operational facilities and infrastructure 
to support a Combat Aviation Brigade at Fort Drum, NY. The shortfall of 
facilities require the units to double up in existing facilities to perform 
aircraft maintenance . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the Army will not 

be able to support, with permanent facilities, the Combat Aviation Brigade at 
Fort Drum. Soldiers will continue to live and work out of temporary and/or 
relocatable buildings or double up in existing facilities. 

ADDITIONAL ; This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
^Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Drum, New York 



14. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

[Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


80246 

r 





12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(!) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started AUG 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 


{2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Carson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR <d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 2,123 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1,274 

(c) Total Design Cost 3 , 397 

(d) Contract 2,123 

(e) In-house 1,274 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 


(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 


(6) Construction Completion NOV 2015 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARMY 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Drum, New York 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 


80246 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Control Tower Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

500 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

718 



TOTAL 

1,218 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 315-772-5371 
PAGE NO. 156 
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3 . 1NSTALIATICW AND KXSTICN 


U S Military Academy 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


IB Army Installation Management Ccrrrnand 


5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 


6 . PERSONNEL STRENGTH: 


OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 


A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 
6,507 ha (16,078 AC) 


B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM. . 

E. AOTHDRIZATiaN INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM. . . 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) . . 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 


PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 


721 79933 Cadet Barracks 


258,758 

4,883,357 


($000) START COMPLETE 

192,000 01/2008 04/2013 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 


A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 


B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 


C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Tt> educate, train, and inspire the Corps of Cadets so that each graduate is a commissioned leader of 
character committed to the values of Duty, Honor, Country and prepared for a career of professional 
excellence and service to the Nation as an officer in the United States Army. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 


A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 


C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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l.CEMPCMENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALIATICN AND IOCATION 

United States Military Academy 
New York 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Cadet Barracks 















9.CDST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E? 


QUANTITY 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Cadet Barracks 
Special Foundations 
Solar Water Heater System 
EMCS Connection 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Total from Continuation page 


m2 (SF) 
LS 

m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 


26,727 { 287,688) 

1,911 ( 20,566) 


4,745 

1,423 


140,048 

(126,833) 

(3,228) 

(2,719) 

(142) 

(2,601) 

(4,525) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
jWater, Sewer, Gas 
Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 
Site Imp (26, 402) Demo( 
Information Systems 
lAnti terrorism Measures 


) 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


32,505 

(1,266) 

(557) 

(804) 

(577) 

(1,756) 

(26,402) 

(281) 

(862) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP Sc OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


172,553 

8,628 

181,181 

10,327 

191,508 

192,000 

0 


io. Description of proposed construction This project will construct a barracks for 650 

Cadets. Primary facility includes two-person rooms; battalion support area; 
latrines and showers; laundry, trash/recycling, storage, day, and study rooms; 
building information systems; and offices for Tactical Officers, Tactical 
Noncommissioned Officers, and duty orderlies. The facility will house self 
contained mechanical infrastructure. Provide fire protection and alarm 
systems; building information systems; connect to an energy monitoring control 
system (EMCS) . Supporting facilities include utilities; exterior lighting; 
paving, walks, curbs, and gutters; storm drainage; information systems; site 
improvements; an access road; an access control point; a format ion/ staging 
area. Antiterrorism measures are included. Sustainability/Energy Measures will 
be provided. Heating and air-conditioning will be provided by a central plant. 
Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum 
Antiterrorism for building standards will be provided. Comprehensive interior 
and furnishings related design services are required. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,231 
kWr/350 Tons) . 
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PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Anti terror ism Measures LS -- -- {2,601} 

Building Information Systems LS -- -- (1, 924 ) 

Total 4,525 


11. REQ: 4,686 PN ADQT: 650 PN SUBSTD: 4,306 PN 

PROJECT : Construct a Cadet barracks at West Point, New York. (Current 
Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: This project is needed to relieve overcrowding in the existing 

Cadet barracks. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Cadets are housed in barracks which do not meet current 

Army standards nor the West Point modified configuration of Cadet rooms. The 
entire first -year class and part of the second-year class are housed with 
three Cadets in rooms designed for two Cadets. This project will allow 
assignment of two Cadets per room. Current buildings do not have sprinklers 
nor mechanical ventilation, nor do they meet current seismic requirements. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, barracks will not 

comply with current life safety building codes and Army quality of life 
standards. Cadets will continue to be housed in overcrowded facilities. Room 
assignments by Cadet companies will not be fully achieved due to the current 
number of male and female latrines available. These factors may affect the 
Military Academy's ability to attract the most qualified Cadets. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JAN 2008 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 
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1. COMPONENT 2, DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARMY 06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

United States Military Academy, New York 

4. PROJECT TITLE 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Cadet Barracks 79933 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(d) Date Design Complete APR 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 7, 223 

(b) All Other Design Costs 7, 223 

(c) Total Design Cost 14,446 

(d) Contract 7, 223 

(e) In-house 7, 223 

(4) Construction Contract Award JUL 2013 

(5) Construction Start SEP 2013 

(6) Construction Completion JUL 2016 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer; 

Phone Number: 845-938-3415 

nn pork nc)lr , PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY 3E USED INTERNALLY 

UU 1 DEC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 


North Carolina 
55121 
78499 
80112 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CmSTRUCTICN (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


INSTAUATIGN (COMMAND) NEW/ 

AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Fort Bragg (IMCCM) 





165 

Aerial Gunnery Range 


42,000 

42,000 

C 

167 

Infrastructure 


30,000 

30,000 

C 

171 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Ccrrplex 


26,000 

26,000 

C 

175 

Subtotal Fort Bragg Part I 

$ 

98,000 

98,000 



* TOTAL MCA FOR North Carolina 

$ 

98,000 

98,000 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PRO®AM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Fort Bragg 


US Army Installation Management Ctotmand 


North Carolina 



0.90 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 153V 2011 7778 39226 7924 721 3287 106 890 4022 11577 75,531 

B. END FY 2017 8114 38672 8381 934 3777 109 866 3988 12607 77,448 


7. INVENTORY DATA {$000} 

A. TOTAL AREA 592,471 ha {1,464,023 AC) 


B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 12,353,459 

C. MEMORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 2,461,390 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 98,000 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 0 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS {NEW MISSION ONLY) 0 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 4,176,416 

H. GRAND TOTAL 19,089,265 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

OODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

{$000) 

START 

OCMPLEIE 

179 

55121 

Aerial Gunnery Range 

42,000 

10/2010 

10/2012 

851 

78499 

Infrastructure 

30,000 

08/2011 

10/2012 

141 

80112 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

26,000 

08/2011 

07/2013 


TOTAL 98,000 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNEE NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide the nation's Armed Forces with a sustaining base and a power projection platform, in support 
of National Objectives. Major functions include: Support and enable operational and training requirements 
of Maneuver units, support basic and advanced skill training for new Soldiers; exercise command and 
control; provide for public safety and security; provide sound stewardship of installation resources and 
the environment ; provide services /programs to enable readiness; execute ccronunity and family support 
services and programs; maintain and improve installation infrastructure. 


DD 
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l.CCMFQNENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . IHSmiATIOJ AND lOCATIQN 

Fort Bragg 
North Carolina 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Aerial Gunnery Range 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBS? 

8. PROJECT COST 

($000) 




Auth 

42,000 


179 

55121 

Apprqp 



9.CCS7 ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

mmmm 

QUANTITY 


COST (§000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




34,340 

Aerial Gunnery Range 

EA 

1 -- 

16236339 

(16,236) 

Range Site Preparation 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(12,065) 

Live Fire Village 

EA 

1 -- 

287,497 

(287) 

Forward Armament & Refuel Pad 

EA 

10 -- 

306,159 

(3,062) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

249,926 

(250) 

Total from Continuation page 




(2,440) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




3,055 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(2,722) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

— 

(30) 

Site Imp ( 261) Demo{ 17) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(278) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(25) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




37,395 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,870 

SUBTOTAL 




39,265 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




2,238 

TOTAL REQUEST 




41,503 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




42,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(16,259) 


xo. Descript ion of Proposed construction Construct a modified standard Aerial Gunnery Range 
(AGR) . Primary facilities include the AGR, site preparation, live fire 
village, forward armament and refuel pad, operations control area, control 
tower, after action review building, operations/storage building, bleacher 
enclosure, covered mess, latrine, ammunition breakdown building, bivouac area, 
and building information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be 
[provided. Supporting facilities include electric service; water, sewer, gas; 
site improvements; and information systems. Facilities will be designed to a 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American 
Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 
189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated building 
systems performance. Demolish 8 buildings (TOTAL 372 m2/4,00Q SF) . Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 88 kWr/25 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 1 EA ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a modified Aerial Gunnery Range (AGR) at Fort Bragg, North 
Carolina. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to train and test Aerial Gunnery Range 


crews, platoons, and companies on the skills necessary to detect, identify, 
engage, and defeat stationary and moving vehicle and infantry moving targets. 
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Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Range Control Tower, Digital 

EA 


1 -- 


762,420 

(762) 

After Action Review Building 

m2 

(SF) 

286.61 ( 

3,085) 

2,086 

(S98) 

Operations /Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

170.57 ( 

1,836) 

2,326 

(397) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


1 -- 


94,260 

(94) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,338 

(99) 

Latrine 

m2 

(SF) 

51.10 { 

550) 

5,360 

(274) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

6,887 

(118) 

Bivouac Area 

EA 


1 -- 


34,987 

(35) 

Sustainability/ Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


— 

(35) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


— 


-- 

(28) 






Total 

2,440 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

All Heavy Brigade Combat Team (HBCT) vehicles with .50 caliber and Mark 19 
weapons are required to conduct annual gunnery training. This project supports 
Soldiers at Fort Bragg in active Army, Reserve, and National Guard Units. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The aviation gunnery needs are not being met. The 

existing aerial gunnery range and antiarmor training range do not allow units 
to train to Army standards. The existing ranges lack digital feedback 
capabilities required for the transition to the objective force, required 
target densities, and necessary lateral dispersion distance. They do not offer 
door gunnery qualification, live fire convoy or urban operation. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Soldiers will 

continue to train on inadequate analog ranges . Units may enter future combat 
less than fully prepared. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


PAGE NO. 168 


EDITIONS MAY BE USED 


UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD 


FORM 


1 DEC 76 


1391C 


PREVIOUS 


INTERNALLY 






695 


1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina 



|4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

[Aerial Gunnery Range 


55121 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Bragg 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 900 

(b) All Other Design Costs 900 

(c) Total Design Cost 2, 800 

(d) Contract 2,000 

(e) In-house 800 


(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 
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1 , COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARMY 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Bragg, North Carolina 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 

1 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Aerial Gunnery Range 


55121 


i 12 . SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenc 1 a t ur e 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Target Equipment 

Instrumentation OPA 

2013 

8,000 

Target Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

8,000 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

11 

Info Sys - PROP 

OPA 

2014 

248 



TOTAL 

16,259 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 910-396-4009 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Bragg 
(North Carolina 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Infrastructure 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST {$000) j 







78499 

approp 30,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

BBEH51I 

QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




22,901 

Roads 

m2 (SY) 

19,197 ( 22,960) 

133.48 

(2,562) 

Electrical Distribution Lines 

m (LF) 

86,308 ( 283,162) 

59.40 

(5,127) 

Electrical Substation 

kVA (KVA) 

250,000 ( 250,000) 

20.35 

(5,087) 

Gas Pipeline 

m (LF) 

12,537 ( 41,132) 

289 . 35j 

(3,628) 

Central Energy Plant 

m2 (SF) 

1,137 ( 12,240) 

1,298 

(1,476) 

Total from Continuation page 




(5,021) 





4,449 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(672) 

Site Imp ( 2,229) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(2,229) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(1,548) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




27,350 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,368 

SUBTOTAL 




28,718 

SUPV, INSP Sc OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




1,637 

TOTAL REQUEST 




30,355 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




30,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(2,572) 


. Description of proposed construction Construct the utility and road infrastructure 
[necessary to support Special Operations Command Military Construction (MILCON) 
[projects at the Old Ammunition Supply Point (ASP), Fort Bragg, North Carolina. 
Primary facilities include water distribution lines, sewage collection lines, 
(primary electrical substation, high-voltage electrical distribution lines, 
communications manholes and ductbanks with fiber optic and copper 
communications lines, natural gas mains, central energy plant (CEP), 
antiterrorism measures, building information systems, and road grading. 
Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
erosion control measures, information systems, and demolition of ammunition 
bunkers to include asbestos removal (special handling and removal of explosive 
residue inside the bunkers will be funded by other than MILCON 
appropriations) . Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) 
Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. Facilities 
will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies 
[meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and 
[Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building 
envelope and integrated building systems performance. 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina 



j 4. PROJECT TITLE 


|S. PROJECT NUMBER 

Infrastructure 



78499 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 




Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

[PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Water Distribution Lines 

m 

(LP) 

7,432 ( 24,382) 

201.49 

(1,497) 

Sanitary Sewer Collection Lines 

m 

<LF) 

7,316 ( 24,001) 

477.24 

(3,491) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 



Total 

(33) 

5,021 


11. REQ: 289,470 m ADQT: 286,928 m SUBSTD: 2,542 m 

PROJECT : Construct utility and road infrastructure to support Special 
Operations Command military construction (MILCON) projects currently 
programmed at Port Bragg, North Carolina. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The Old Ammunition Supply Point (ASP) consists of approximately 

600 acres and is the last large developable tract of land on Fort Bragg. Fort 
Bragg needs to build on the old ASP due to land constraints as well as both 
the growth and transformation of US Army Special Operations Command (USASOC) . 
The Army is required to provide infrastructure in support of USASOC projects 
based on Congressional guidance (Senate Report 104-116 Military Appropriation 
Bill, 1996). 

CURRENT SITUATION: The main cantonment area of Fort Bragg is fully developed 

and does not have any large open tracts of land that can accommodate anything 
larger than individual buildings. The main cantonment cannot expand due to 
endangered species Greenbelt restrictions preventing any tree cutting beyond 
the main cantonment's boundaries. Areas outside the Greenbelt cannot be built 
upon due to the requirement to maintain enough training and manuever land to 
support the Active Army, Army Reserve and National Guard training programs. 

Any new construction within the main cantonment area can only be accomplished 
by demolishing existing occupied structures. Future construction at the Old 
ASP is necessary to support the activations of Special Operations Units. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, primary utilities 

distribution and communication distribution systems and trunk lines will have 
to be provided within each individual project as part of that project's 
supporting facilities cost. Road clearing and grading is necessary to provide 
the corridors to install the utility infrastructure and to provide access to 
future project sites. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
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ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started AUG 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 10 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed APR 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 132 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 698 

(c) Total Design Cost 2, 830 

(d) Contract 1,698 

(e) In-house 1, 132 

(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion. . SEP 2014 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 

Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

2,572 



TOTAL 

2,572 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 910-396-4009 
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1 . COMPONENT 
ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Fort Bragg 
North Carolina 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT 

COST ($000) 




Autte 

26,000 


141 


Approp 

26,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


i ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 





16,775 

Company Operations Facilities 

m2 (SF) 

2,627 { 28,278) 

1,744 

(4, 581) 

Covered Hardstand 

m2 (SF) 

432.56 ( 4,656) 

492.12 

(213) 

UAV Maintenance Hangar Addn 

m2 (SF) 

450.12 ( 4,845) 

3,013 

(1,356) 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

1,744 ( 18,768) 

2,219 

(3,868) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

n2 (SY) 

44,717 ( 53,481) 

99.94 

(4,469) 





(2,288) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

MM 


urn 1 

6,203 

Electric Service 


__ 

■ 

(754) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 


-- 


(1,052) 


a. 

-- 


(632) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 


(713) 

Site Imp{ 2,205) Demo( 188) 


-- 

B m 

(2,393) 



-- 


(567) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

: 


■ 

(92) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




22,978 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



MM 

1,149 

SUBTOTAL 



M 

24,127 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 



M 

1,375 

TOTAL REQUEST 




25,502 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




26,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


.Description o£ proposed construction Construct standard design facilities for an 
junmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) Complex. Primary facilities include Company 
Operations Facilities (COF) with covered hardstands. Vehicle Maintenance Shop, 
Organizational Storage Building, Oil Storage, Hazardous Waste Storage, 
lHazardous Material Storage, Organizational Vehicle Parking, and a UAV 
Maintenance Hangar addition. Primary facilities also include Energy Monitoring 
and Control system (EMCS) connections, building information system, Intrusion 
Detection System (IDS) installation, fire protection system, and mass 
notification system. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include connections to all primary utilities, roads, 
sidewalks, paving, curbs and gutters, storm water management, fencing, 
lighting, site improvements including, parking, landscaping, and information 
systems. Heating and cooling will be provided by self-contained systems. 
Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum 
Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building 
and furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
[American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


80112 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 

Cost 

($000} 

[PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) | 

Organizational Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

260.13 ( 

2,800) 

966.27 

(251) 

Oil Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

33.45 ( 

360) 

1,537 

(51) 

Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

33.45 ( 

360) 

1,537 

(51) 

Hazardous Material Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

1,136 ( 

12,224) 

1,533 

(1,740) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 




Total 

(195! 

2,288 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

building systems performance. Demolish 4 buildings (TOTAL 1,374 m2/14,790 SF) . 
Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,407 kWr/400 Tons) . 

11. REQ: 411,179 m2 ADQT : 248,715 m2 SUBSTD : 24,291 m2 

PROJECT : Construct standard design facilities for an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
Complex at Fort Bragg, North Carolina. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide facilities for fielding an 

Extended Range/Multi -Purpose (ER/MP) Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) at Fort 
Bragg. This will allow the ER/MP UAS to maintain readiness to provide the 
reconnaissance, surveillance, communications and target acquisition. These 
facilities are required to provide aircraft and vehicle maintenance, repair, 
and storage as well as space for company operations. 

CURRENT S I TUAT I ON : No facilities currently exist that meet the current Army 

Standards or that are available to provide aircraft maintenance, repair and 
storage; administrative operations; company operations; vehicle maintenance; 
and aircraft operations to support ER/MP UAS companies at Fort Bragg. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the Extended 

Range/Multi -Purpose Unmanned Aircraft System will lack adequate facilities to 
perform mission training and maintenance. Lack of adequate facilities will 
negatively impact operational readiness and the sustainment of combat 
capabilities for this increasingly critical warfighting technology. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
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accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 


laws and Executive Orders . 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. AUG 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Hood 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 638 

(b) All Other Design Costs 426 

(c) Total Design Cost 1,064 

(d) Contract 638 

(e) In-house 426 

(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 

(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 

(6) Construction Completion NOV 2014 
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13 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

NA 

Or Requested 

($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 910-396-4009 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION {Part I) 
{DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INSTALLATTCK (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT — AUIHORI ZATIGN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITES 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Oklahoma 

67037 

Fort Sill (IMCCM) 

Modified Record Fire Range 


4,900 

181 

4,900 C 183 


Subtotal Port Sill Part I 

$ 

4,900 

4,900 


* TOTAL MCA FOR Oklahoma 

$ 

4,900 

4,900 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . mSTMlATIQN AND LOCATION 


Fort Sill 
Oklahoma 


5. AREA OCNSTRUCTICN 
ODST INDEX 


US Army Installation Management Ccrrrrand 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 1525 8091 2734 924 10183 0 316 1103 5199 30,075 

B. END FY 2017 1498 7185 2691 939 10676 0 294 1049 4120 28,452 


7. INVENTORY DATA {$000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 37,972 ha {93,831 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


4,218,187 

585,143 

4,900 

0 

0 

2,086,667 

6,894,897 


PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

178 67037 Modified Record Fire Range 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

4,900 09/2010 10/2012 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION CNLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($000) 


M/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

The United States Army Net Fires Center trains Soldiers and Marines , and develop Field Artillery and 
Air Defense Artillery leaders; design and develop fire support for the force? support unit training and 
readiness; mobilize and deploy operating forces; and maintain installation infrastructure and services. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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i.awpcMBsrr 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND IXKSKTIOH 

Fort Sill 
Oklahoma 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Modified Record Fire Range 



6 . CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 





Auch 4,900 


178 

67037 

4,900 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

m (m/e) 

QUANTITY 

UNIT COST 

COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




3,847 

Modified Record Fire Range 

FP 

16 -- 

136,166 

(2,179) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

366,641 

(367) 

Range Control Tower 

EA 

1 -- 

262,457 

(262) 

Classroom Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,683 

(203) 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,683 

(203) 

Total from Continuation page 




(633) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




548 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(136) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(28) 

Site Imp( 225) Demo( ) 

LS 


-- 

(225) 

Information Systems 

LS 



(159) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




4,395 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




220 

SUBTOTAL 




4,615 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




263 

TOTAL REQUEST 




4,878 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




4,900 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


.Description ot proposed construction Construct a standard Modified Record Fire (MRF) 
Range. Primary facilities include the MRF range, range operations control 
area, range control tower, classroom building, operations/storage building, 
latrine, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, ammunition breakdown building, and 
building information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include electric service, storm drainage, site 
improvements, and information systems. Facilities will be designed to a 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American 
Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 
189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated building 
systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 21 kWr/6 Tons). 


11. REQ: 48 FP ADQT: 32 FP SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a standard Modified Record Fire (MRF) Range at Fort Sill, 

Oklahoma . (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The Modified Record Fire Range is required to provide basic war 


fighting marksmanship skills for all Soldiers and multiple other Department of 
Defense (DoD) personnel stationed at Fort Sill to prepare for worldwide 
operations and deployments. The Range is used to train and test Soldiers on 
the skills necessary to detect, identify, engage, and defeat stationary 


DD 
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1 . COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARMY 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Sill, Oklahoma 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Modified Record Fire Range 


67037 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Latrine 

m2 

(SF! 

30.66 ( 

330) 

5,878 

(180) 

Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


1 -- 


140,829 

(141) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

131.27 ( 

1,413) 

1,330 

(175) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

7,203 

(124) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 




-- 

(13) 






Total 

633 


REQUIREMENT : ( CONTINUED ) 

targets for day /night qualification requirements with the M16 and M4 series 
rifles . 

CURRENT SITUATION: Sufficient facilities are not available to meet the basic 

rifle marksmanship training and qualification requirements for the 97 units 
assigned to Fort Sill. Fort Sill has a training throughput of 72 class starts, 
consisting of 8 Basic Officer Leader Courses (BOLC) for Field Artillery, and 4 
BOLC for Air Defense Artillery. The training and qualification mission is 
presently conducted on existing 25 meter ranges, which utilize manual paper 
targets. Use of these sub-standard ranges cannot provide the automated 
operations, feedback, and timeliness that are necessary to meet current 
training standards. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this facility is not provided. Soldiers will not 

be able to obtain and maintain efficiency for record fire standards. Units 
will not train to standard. Soldiers may not be able to train to prescribed 
programs of instruction. 

ADDITIONAL; This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Modified Record Fire Range 


67037 

i 





12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012.., 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Jackson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 120 

(b) All Other Design Costs 90 

(c) Total Design Cost 210 

(d) Contract 120 

(e) In-house 90 


(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2014 


DD 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 580-442-3705 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 


South Carolina 
58970 


DEPARTf-ENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CCWSTRUCnai {Part I) 
{DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

AUIH0RI ZATIGN AP3TOFRIATICN CURRENT 


PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

Fort Jackson (IMCCM) 

Trainee Barracks ccnplex 2, Eh 2 


24,000 

189 

24,000 C 191 

Subtotal Fort Jackson Part I 

$ 

24,000 

24,000 

* TOTAL MCA K® South Carolina 

$ 

24,000 

24,000 
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1. OTMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

1 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. OCM4AND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Fort Jackson 


US Army Installation Management Oommand 


South Carolina 



0.82 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 945 4099 1877 593 21215 11 98 257 4281 33,376 

B. END FY 2017 977 3949 2165 525 21783 28 97 255 2664 32,443 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 21,166 ha (52,301 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 




CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

721 58970 

Trainee Barracks Ccnplex 2, Ph 2 

24,000 

04/2010 

10/2012 


TOTAL 

24,000 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide Basic Combat Training (BCT) /Initial Entry Training (IET) , BCT/IET Management & Development, 
Advanced Individual Training (AIT) , and Cne-Staticn Unit Training (OSUT) . Provide support to the Soldier 
Support Institute which includes the Adjutant General School, Finance School, Recruiting & Retention 
School, and NOD Academy. Provide support to the U.S. Army Chaplain Center & School, Drill Sergeant School, 
DOD Polygraph Institute, and other tenant units and activities. Provide direct support to United States 
Army Reserve (USSR) components & training divisions . 


2,808,158 

541,610 

24,000 

0 

0 

2,977,805 

6,351,573 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1390 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 


ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . XNSTRLtATIOl AND LOCATION 

Fort Jackson 
South Carolina 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




***» 24,000 

85796A 

721 

58970 

24,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks /Company Ops Fac 
Company Training Pit 
Sustainability/ Energy Measures 


m2 (SF) 

EA 

LS 


12,262 ( 131,988! 

2 -- 


1,544 

164,659 


19,635 

(18,932) 

(329) 

(374) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
Storm Drainage 
Site Imp( 603) Demo( 
Information Systems 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


1,543 

(232) 

(85) 

(400) 

(57) 

(603) 

(166) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


21,178 

1,059 


22,237 

1,268 


23,505 

24,000 

0 


10. Deocripcion of Proposed Construction This project Consists Of 2 phases. This is Phase 2 

for $24M . Phase 1 (PN 48169) was appropriated in FY10 for $59M. Construct a 
standard -design Company Basic Combat Trainee (BCT) Complex. Primary facilities 
include a Company barracks with company operations facilities. Training Pits 
iwith built-in physical training equipment, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) 
installation, Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connection, 
antiterrorism measures, and building information systems. 

Sustainability/Energy Measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
utilities, electric service, water, gas, sewer, paving, walks, storm drainage, 
site improvements, and information systems. Measures in accordance with the 
Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterror ism for buildings standards will 
be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design 
services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 2,110 kWr/600 Tons). 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY 
UNTIL 


3 USED INIERNALLY 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATS 

06 FEB 2012 




4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 


58970 






11. RE Q: 14,400 PN ADQT: 9,120 PN SUBSTD : 3,600 PN 


PROJECT : Construct a standard design Trainee Barracks Complex, Phase 2, at 
Port Jackson, South Carolina. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; Project is required to provide permanent facilities for BCT 
Soldiers and supporting cadre. This project phase accommodates 480 training 
Soldiers and their cadre. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Basic trainees are utilizing substandard, overcrowded and 

deteriorating relocatable facilities. These temporary facilities do not meet 
current standards for training barracks . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Soldiers will 

continue to be housed in substandard relocatable facilities. This may result 
in reduced quality of life, lower morale and reduced retention rates. 
ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


Requested 



FY2010 ($000) 

FY2013 ($000) 

Authorization 

$59,000 

$24,000 

Authorization of 

$59,000 

$24,000 

Appropriation 



Appropriation 

$59,000 

$24,000 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn F0 RM i-jqir 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED 1 DEC 7S i~s 


PAGE NO. 192 






716 


1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Jackson, South Carolina 



|4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER | 

Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 


58970 






1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started APR 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Adapt -Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Benning 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) + (b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 342 

(b) All Other Design Costs 342 

(c) Total Design Cost 684 

(d) Contract 342 

(e) In-house 342 


(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion JAN 2015 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1391C 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Jackson, South Carolina 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


Is. PROJECT NUMBER 

Trainee Barracks Complex 2, Ph 2 


58970 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: ( CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 803-751-2719 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE 


Texas 


INSTALLATION (CCf-MAND) NEW/ 


PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Fort Bliss (IMCCM) 





197 

66911 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


7,200 

7,200 

C 

199 


Subtotal Port Bliss Part I 

$ 

7,200 

7,200 




Corpus Christ i Amy Depot (AMC) 






45116 

Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop 


13,200 

13,200 

c 

203 

5546Q 

Aircraft Paint Shop 


24,000 

24,000 

C 

206 


Subtotal Corpus Christi Army Depot Part I 

$ 

37,200 

37,200 




Fort Hood (IMCCM) 





209 

67020 

Modif ied Record Fire Range 


4,200 

4,200 

c 

211 

71120 

Training Aids Center 


25,000 

25,000 

c 

214 

80113 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Carplex 


22,000 

22,000 

c 

217 


Subtotal Fort Hood Bart I 

$ 

51,200 

51,200 




Joint Base San Antonio (IMCCM) 






68530 

Barracks 


21, 000 

21,000 

c 

221 


Subtotal Joint Base San Antonio Part I 

$ 

21,000 

21,000 




* TOTAL MCA FOR Texas 

$ 

116,600 

116,600 
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, COMPONENT 
ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATICN AND LOCATION 


Fbrt Bliss 
Texas 


4. OCMMAND 


IK Army Installation Management Command 


5. AREA, CONDUCTION 
COST INDEX 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 4055 25407 3186 29 943 7 944 2271 8462 45,304 

B. END FY 2017 4151 25645 3284 29 870 4 948 2279 6920 44,130 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 452,250 ha (1,117,530 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 9,505,802 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 2,054,384 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 7,200 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 99,800 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 0 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 1,208,339 

H. ®AND TOTAL 12,875,525 


PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

178 66911 Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

7,200 09/2010 10/2012 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS : 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 

133 Control Tower 

211 Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Ocnplex 


COST 

($000) 


11,800 

88,000 


TOTAL 


B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provides support to the 1st Armored Division; William Beaumont Army Medical Center; US Army Sergeants 
Major Academy, and other tenant activities and units. A multi-functional installation that serves as a 
Power Projection Platform as well as test bed for Joint and Combined Warfare, employing state-of-the-art 
technologies . 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1.03MKHBHT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND DXATICN 

Fort Bliss 
Texas 


4. PROJECT TTHE 


Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 















9.CBST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

BBSBB 

QUANTITY 


COST {$000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




5,808 

Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 

FP 

10 — 

443,652 

(4,437) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

264,235 

(264) 

Range Control Tower 

EA 

1 -- 

280,945 

(281) 

Classroom Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 { 816) 

2,872 

(218) 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,872 

(218) 

Total from Continuation page 




(390) 





636 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 


(24) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 


(53) 

Site Imp( 390} Demo ( ) 

LS 

-- 


(390) 

Information Systems 

LS 


1 

(169) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




6,444 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



■ 

322 

SUBTOTAL 



■ 

6,766 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




386 

TOTAL REQUEST 




7,152 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 



■ 

7,200 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



■ 

(2,252) 


id. D escription of Proposed construction Construct a modified standard Multipurpose Machine 

Gun (MPMG) range. Primary facilities include the MPMG range, operations 
control area, control tower, classroom building, operations/storage building, 
latrine, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, ammunition breakdown building, and 
building information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include electric service; paving, walks, curbs and 
gutters; site improvements; and information systems. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning {Estimated 21 kWr/6 
Tons) . 


11. REQ: 10 FP ADQT : NONE SUB STD; NONE 

PROJECT ; Construct a modified standard Multipurpose Machine Gun Range (MPMG) 
at Fort Bliss, Texas. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to train and test Soldiers on the 


skills necessary to zero, detect, identify, engage and defeat stationary 
infantry targets (SITs) , moving infantry targets (MITs) , and stationary armor 
targets (SATs) in a tactile array. The lane layout for this project differs 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE IKED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Latrine 

Bleacher Enclosure 
Covered Mess 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 


m2 (SF) 
m2 (SF) 


74.32 ( 
17.19 ( 


26,220 

105,534 

1,498 

7,710 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

slightly from the standard due to surface danger zone (SDZ) constraints, 
CURRENT SITUATION: Existing ranges are spread across a wide area requiring 

units to use numerous ranges to accomplish weapons qualifications. This 
situation leads to logistical complications for each unit. Existing ranges do 
not support the density of targets, instrumentation needs and engagement 
distances to support current Army standards. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Fort Bliss cannot 

adequately meet the qualifications training throughput of Soldiers. Components 
that rely on automatic weapons for battlefield survival may not receive 
standard training. Future mission attainment may be compromised. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

1 2. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed.... JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Bliss, Texas 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


I 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Multipurpose £ 

Machine Gun Range 

: 

66911 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Polk 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 380 

(b) All Other Design Costs 150 

(c) Total Design Cost 530 

(d) Contract 380 

(e) In-house 150 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion APR 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

Target Equipment OPA 2013 2,200 

Info Sys - ISC OPA 2014 52 

TOTAL 2,252 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 915-568-5949 

nn form nqir previous editions may be used internally 

UU 1 DEC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 



ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Aircraft Comp Maint Shop Addn 
Aircraft Comp Maint Shop Mod 
Covered Outdoor Work Area 
Special Foundation 
EMCS Connection 

Total from Continuation page 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Site Imp ( 88) Demo( ) 

Information Systems 

Antiterrorism Measures 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 

TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 

io. D escription of proposed construction Modernize an Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop, 

Primary facilities include construction of an addition, covered outdoor work 
area, building information systems, Energy Monitoring and Control Systems 
(EMCS) connection, and antiterrorism measures. Increased building 
Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP) measures are included to allow setback 


from public access and to allow separation of occupied facilities. 
Sustainability/Energy Measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
electric service, water, sewer, and gas. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishing related 
interior design services will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a 
minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American 
Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 
189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated building 
systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 440 kWr/125 Tons). 

11. REQ: 204,964 m2 ADQT : 88,497 m2 SUBSTD : 142,995 m2 

PROJECT : Modernize and expand an Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop at 
Corpus Christ! Army Depot, Texas. (Current Mission) 


DD 


FORM 
1 DSC 76 


1391 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


ARMY j 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 . DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


Corpus Christ! Army Depot, 
4. PROJECT TITLE 


Texas 

~~ | 5. PROJECT NUMBER 


Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop 

9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 


UM (M/E) 


Unit 

QUANTITY COST 


45116 


Cost 

($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Sustainability/Energy Measures LS 
Antiterrorism Measures LS 

Building Information Systems LS 


(192) 

(135) 

(114 ) 

Total 441 


REQUIREMENT : Modernize the production area to accommodate increasing 

production of composite rotor blades . Temperature and humidity control of 
purified make-up air and removal of air-borne by-product chemicals from 
exhaust air are essential for the curing of the composite material blades. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The rotor blade facility is designed to handle 

significantly smaller production lines of metal blades. It is lacking 
equipment and process area required for composite materials and current repair 
demands. This facility is not constructed to address the ventilation and 
personnel protection issues inherent to composite materials processing. 
Existing facility does not have the exact climatic control needed for 
composites, nor to provide sufficient production capacity. Migrating from 
metal to composite blades required equipment installation that has caused 
serious reduction of in-process storage space. The existing elevator is 
outdated, undersized and requires frequent repairs. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the Depot will be 

incapable of fulfilling increasing workload requirements or providing proper 
safety and climatic precautions. Process flows will continue to be 
inefficient. Overtime and worker safety could be compromised. Since the Depot 
is the largest blade repair facility in the Army, this project will affect 
aviation throughout the Army. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. An economic analysis has been 
prepared and utilized in evaluating this project. This project is the most 
cost-effective method to satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARMY 06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Corpus Christ! Army Depot, Texas 

4 .PROJECT TITLE ' j 5 . PRO JECT NUMBER 


[Aircraft Component Maintenance Shop 45116 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started . APR 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed. JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 736 

(b) All Other Design Costs 490 

(c) Total Design Cost 1,226 

(d) Contract 736 

(e) In-house 490 

(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 

(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 

(6) Construction Completion MAR 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Prod Equipment 

OPA 

2015 

6,070 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

81 



TOTAL 

6,151 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 361-961-7059 

nn form n o 1P previous editions may be used internally 

UU 1 DEC UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Aircraft Paint Shop 
Organizational Vehicle Parking 
Special Foundations 
EMCS Connection 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Total from Continuation page 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp( 313) Demo{ ) 

Information Systems 


7,225 ( 
836.13 ( 


77,765) 
9, 000) 


COST ($000) 

20,342 

(18,636) 

(74) 

(648) 

(80) 

(373) 

(531) 

1,397 

(564) 

(213) 

(119) 

(61) 

(313) 

(127) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



21,739 

1,087 


22,826 

1,301 


24,127 

24,000 

0 


10 . Description of proposed construction Construct an Aircraft Paint Shop . Primary facility 
includes Aircraft Paint Shop, organizational vehicle parking, Energy 
Monitoring and Control Systems (EMCS) connection, fire protection and alarm 
systems, building information systems, and antiterrorism measures. Increased 
building Ant iterrorism/ Force Protection (AT/FP) measures are included to 
compensate for large weapon systems supported in the facility. Facility will 
require special foundations. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include site development, utilities and connections, 
lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm drainage, 
information systems, landscaping and signage. Heating and air conditioning 
will be provided by self contained units. Comprehensive building and 
furnishing related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 809 kWr/230 Tons). 

11. REQ: 12,546 m2 ADQT : 5,321 m2 SUB STD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct an Aircraft Paint Shop at Corpus Christi Army Depot 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 

2. DATE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND 

LOCATION 


Corpus Christ! 

Army Depot, 

Texas 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Aircraft Paint 

Shop 

55460 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 

Unit Cost 

Item UM (M/E) QUANTITY COST ($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Antiterrorism Measures LS -- -- (365) 

Building Information Systems LS -- -- (166 ) 

Total 531 

PROJECT : ( CONTINUED) 

(CCAD) , Texas. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: The Aircraft Paint Shop is required to support Corpus Christ! 

Army Depot's (CCAD's) mission. Larger booths are required to support 
production schedules and increased flexibility in painting aircraft due to 
larger weapon systems and increased workloads. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing aircraft paint facility cannot meet current 

and future workload production schedules. Force modernization aircraft 
workload requirements are substantially greater. The existing smaller booths 
cannot keep pace with production needs. The installation has received two 
Texas State Environmental Notices of Violation for environmental 
noncompliance. The existing facility does not meet environmental standards. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, CCAD will continue 

to experience maintenance backlogs due to inadequate, hazardous and 
substandard facilities. The continual deterioration of the facility may expose 
personnel to hazardous working conditions. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 

Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started APR 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2 012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1 , 369 

(b) All Other Design Costs 913 

(c) Total Design Cost 2 , 282 

(d) Contract 1, 369 

(e) In-house 913 

(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature App ropr i a t i on Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 361-961-7059 
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FY 2013 MILITARY (XNSTRUCTIGN PROGRAM 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Fort Hood, Texas 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 


A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER pomjnoN 


C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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l.cmEGNENT 


ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSmiATICW AND LOCATION 

Fort Hood 
Texas 


4. PROJECT Tins 


Modified Record Fire Range 















9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




3,371 

Modified Record Fire Range 

FP 

16 -- 

136,804 

(2,189) 

Range Operations Control Area 

EA 

1 -- 

208,269 

(208) 

Range Control Tower 

EA 

1 -- 

240,363 

(240) 

Classroom Building 

n2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,457 

(186) 

Operations/ Storage Building 

n2 (SF) 

75.81 ( 816) 

2,457 

(186) 

Total from Continuation page 




(362) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




257 

Electric Service 

LS 

__ 


(19! 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 


(12) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 


(45) 

Site Imp ( 12) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 


(12) 

Information Systems 

LS 


1 

(169) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




3,628 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




181 

SUBTOTAL 




3,809 

SUPV, INSP Sc OVERHEAD (5.70%) 




217 

DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 




152 

TOTAL REQUEST 




4,178 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




4,200 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


io. D escription of proposed construction Construct a standard design Modif ied Record Fire 
(MRF) Range. Primary facilities include the MRF range, operations control 
area, control tower, classroom building, operations/storage building, bleacher 
enclosure, covered mess, latrine, ammunition breakdown building, and building 
information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include electric service; paving, walks, curbs and 
jgutters; storm drainage; and information systems. Facilities will be designed 
to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 28 kWr/8 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 


PROJECT : 


16 FP ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

Construct a standard design Modified Record Fire Range at Fort Hood, 
Texas. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide a permanent facility to 

support current approved programs to train and test individual Soldiers on the 
skills necessary to identify, engage and defeat stationary infantry targets 
for day/night qualification requirements with the M16 and M4 rifles. This 


DD 
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9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Bleacher Enclosure 

EA 


1 


90,290 

(90) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,281 

(95) 

Latrine 

EA 


2 -- 


25,857 

(52) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

17.19 ( 

185) 

6,597 

(113) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


__ 



(12) 






Total 

362 


REQUIREMENT : ( CONTINUED ) 

range supports the Installation Range Development Plan and individual skill 
training and weapons qualification requirements. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Existing ranges at Fort Hood do not offer capability to 

support this training range requirement. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this project is not provided, training on small 
arms ranges will not be available for prescribed programs of instruction. 
ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders . 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete APR 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 



12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 


A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 



(b) Where Most Recently Used: 



Fort Jackson 


(3) 

Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): 

($000) 


(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. 

110 


(b) All Other Design Costs 

86 


(c) Total Design Cost 

196 


(d) Contract 

100 


(e) In-house 

96 

(4) 

Construction Contract Award 

JAN 2013 

(5) 

Construction Start 

APR 2013 

(6) 

Construction Completion 

APR 2014 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will 

be provided from 

other appropriations: 




Fiscal Year 

Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation 

Or Requested ($000) 


NA 


Installation 

Engineer: 


Phone Number: 

254-287-5707 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Hood 
Texas 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Training Aids Center 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODS 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

S . PROJECT 

COST ($000) 




Auth 

25, 000 

22212A 

141 

71120 

Approp 

25,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 


[Training Aid Center 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

[Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
Storm Drainage 
Site Imp{ 424) Demo( 
Information Systems 
[Antiterrorism Measures 


m2 (SF) 
LS 


QUANTITY 

15,254 ( 164,195) 


UNIT COS' 

1 , 2 2 7j 


COST ($000) 
19,080 
(18,711) 
(369) 


2,198 

(176) 

(966) 

(362) 

(69) 

(424) 

(178) 

(23) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


21,278 

1,064 

22,342 

1,273 

894 


24,509 

25,000 

( 2 , 018 ) 


io. Description ot proposed construction Construct a standard design Training Aids Center. 
Primary facilities include the Training Aids Center, Intrusion Detection 
System (IDS) installation. Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) 
connection, and building information systems. Sustainability/Energy Measures 
will be provided. Supporting facilities include electric service; water, 
sewer, gas; paving, walks, curbs and gutters; storm drainage; site 
improvements; and information systems. Antiterrorism measures will be 
included. Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design 
services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
[provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 359 kWr/102 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 


PROJECT : 


15,254 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : 7,897 m2 

Construct a standard design Training Aids Center at Fort Hood, 


Texas. (Current Mission) 
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REQUIREMENT ; Army units assigned to Fort Hood will require an increase in 
the quantity and type of live and virtual training devices used. Storage is 
needed to support the increases in training aid devices and to protect the 
investment of these devices. 

CURRENT SITUATION; Current warehouse buildings are fully engaged supporting 
existing missions. Existing spaces do not accommodate fabrication required in 
support of existing missions. Existing arms storage is structurally deficient 
and not secure in accordance with Army standards . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Fort Hood will not 

be able to protect its training aid and device investments . Training 
components will be exposed to the elements, drastically reducing their useful 
life and compromising reliable training. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti terrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Drum 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 640 

(b) All Other Design Costs 480 

(c) Total Design Cost 1, 120 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award. JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion JAN 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Equipment 

OPA 

2013 

540 

Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

1,260 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2015 

218 



TOTAL 

2,018 


640 

480 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 254-287-5707 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 


8. PROJECT COST ($000) 
Auth 22,000 

apprcp 22,000 


ITEM 

HMBTOB 

QUANTITY 

PRIMARY FACILITY 





Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

*m 

2 (SF) 


1,747 ( 18,800) 

Company Operations Facility 

m 

2 (SF) 


1,384 ( 14,900) 

Covered Hardstand 

i r 

2 (SF) 


216.46 ( 2,330) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

m 

2 (SY) 


10,768 ( 12,878) 

Organizational Storage 

rr 

2 (SF) 


390.19 { 4,200) 

Total from Continuation page 





SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp( 1,968) Demo( ) 

Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT -OTHER APPROP 





COST ($000) 


13,635 

(4,033) 

(2,814) 

(145) 

(1,371) 

(387) 

(4,885) 


5,739 

(1,482) 

(295) 

(640) 

(681) 

(1,968) 

(552) 

( 121 ) 


19,374 

969 


20,343 

1,160 


21,503 

22,000 

O 


to . Descript ion of proposed construction Construct an Unmanned Aerial Vehicle UAV) Complex 

to include a standard design company operations facility with covered overhead 
storage, a vehicle maintenance shop, organizational storage (including for UAS 
containers) , hazardous waste and oil storage, organizational vehicle parking, 
and building information systems. Primary facility also includes, fire 
protection and alarm systems, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation, 
and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. Sustainability/Energy 
Measures are required. Supporting facilities include site development, 
utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and signage. Heating 
and air conditioning will be provided by self contained systems. Measures in 
accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for 
Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings 
related interior design services are required. Access for individuals with 
disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life 
of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of 
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 
standards through improved building envelope and integrated building systems 
performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 492 kWr/140 Tons) . 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Hood , Texas 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 


80113 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Oil Storage Building 

m2 

(SP) 

44.59 ( 

480) 

1,603 

(71) 

Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

44.59 ( 

480) 

1,603 

(71) 

UAV Maintenance Hangar Addn 

m2 

(SF) 

717.49 ( 

7,723) 

3,532 

(2,534) 

UAS Containers Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

929.03 ( 

10, 000) 

992.43 

(922) 

Special Foundations 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(1,001) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(286) 






Total 

4,885 


11. REQ: 255,130 m2 ADQT: 197,168 m2 SUBSTD: 25,584 m2 

PROJECT : Construct standard design facilities for UAV Complex at Ford Hood, 
Texas. (New Mission) 


REQUIREMENT: This project is required to provide facilities for fielding an 

Extended Range/Multipurpose (ERMP) UAV Company. This will allow the ERMP UAS 
unit to maintain readiness. These facilities are required to provide aircraft 
maintenance, repair and storage; aircraft administrative operations; company 
operations; vehicle maintenance; and aircraft operations to support this unit. 
CURRENT SITUATION: No adequate facilities at Fort Hood currently exist or 

are available to provide aircraft maintenance, repair and storage; aircraft 
administrative operations; company operations; vehicle maintenance; and 
aircraft operations to support this unit. Existing company operations and 
vehicle maintenance shops on the installation are fully utilized by other 
units. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, the ERMP UAV will 

lack adequate facilities to perform mission training, maintenance, and 
efficient operations. Lack of adequate facilities may negatively impact 
operational readiness and the sustainment of combat capabilities for this 
increasingly critical warfighting technology. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 


PAGE NO. 218 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD i dec* 76 1391C 






740 


1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Hood, Texas 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 



Unmanned Aerial Vehicle Complex 

■5E1 


ADDITIONAL: 

(CONTINUED) 




laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

{1} Status: 

(a) Date Design Started 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 

(c) Date 35% Designed 

(d) Date Design Complete 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 
<f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Riley 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 355 

(b) All Other Design Costs 710 

(c) Total Design Cost 1, 065 

(d) Contract . 710 

(e) In-house 355 


(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


AUG 2011 
15.00 
JAN 2013 
APR 2013 
YES 
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12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropr iat ion Or Requested ($000) 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 254-287-5707 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Joint Base San Antonio 


4. PROJECT TITLE 




5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 





iuth 21,000 

87796A 

721 


68530 

Approp 21,000 


9, COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


UM (M/E) 


QUANTITY 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks 

[Historic Architectural Features 
Special Foundations 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 


m2 (SF) 
LS 
LS 
LS 


7,488 ( 80,600) 


1,773 


14,736 

(13,274) 

( 666 ) 

(531) 

(265) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
|Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
Storm Drainage 
Site Imp ( 774) Demo( 

Information Systems 
lAntiterrorism Measures 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


3,069 

(353) 

(119) 

(818) 

(349) 

(774) 

(636) 

( 20 ) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


17,805 

890 


18,695 

1,066 

748 


20,509 
21,000 
. (0) 


10 . Description of proposed construction Construct a standard design 216 space barracks. 
Primary facilities include the barracks, historical architectural features, 
[mass notification system, building information systems, fire detection system, 
special foundations, and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. 
Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
site development, utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, 
curbs and gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and 
signage. Heating and air conditioning will be provided by self contained 
systems. Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum 
Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building 
and furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
[American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
ibuilding systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 928 kWr/264 Tons). 


11. REQ: 1,295 PN ADQT: 660 PN SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct standard design Barracks at Joint Base San Antonio, Texas. 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Joint Base Sar 

i Antonio, Texas 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Barracks 



68530 


PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 

{Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to construct a standard barracks with 

216 spaces. This barracks is needed to meet the billeting demands for Soldiers 
stationed at Joint Base San Antonio. Maximum barracks utilization is 216 
Soldiers. The intended use is for 184 junior enlisted Soldiers and 16 junior 
noncommissioned officers. The project is sited within the Historic Landmark 
District and will require certain Historic Architectural Features. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Housing for permanent party personnel is currently fully 

utilized. A review of the existing facilities indicates that there are no 
buildings available to convert to support the increase in permanent party 
barracks . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this project is not provided, there will be 
insufficient permanent party barracks at Joint Base San Antonio. Without 
barracks, permanent party personnel must be diverted to the local civilian 
housing market. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started NOV 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 25 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Bliss 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 


Virginia 

80788 


58849 


33771 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part 1} 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


INSTALLATION (O^MAND) 


PROJECT TITLE 


NEW/ 

AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Arlington National Cemetery (ANC) 
Cemetery Expansion Millennia Site 

Subtotal Arlington National Cemetery Part I 

Fort Belvoir (IMCCM) 

Secure Admin/Cperations Facility 

Subtotal Fort Belvoir Part I 

Fort Lee (IMCCM) 

Adv Individual Training Barracks Qplx, Ph2 
Subtotal Fort Lee Part I 
* TOTAL MCA FOR Virginia 



84,000 

84,000 

C 

227 

$ 

84,000 

84,000 







231 


94,000 

94,000 

C 

233 

$ 

94,000 

94,000 







237 


81,000 

81,000 

C 

239 

$ 

81,000 

81,000 



$ 

259,000 

259,000 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

[Arlington National Cemetery 
[Virginia 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Cemetery Expansion Millennium Site 



6 .CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT COST 

($000) 




Auth 

84,000 

90100A 

760 

80788 

Apprqp 

84,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


QUANTITY 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


National Cemetery Expansion 
Special Foundations 


EA 

LS 


51,925 

(50,125 

(1,800) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
[Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp (18, 904) Demo ( 377) 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


24,144 

(452) 

(1,876) 

(1,340) 

(1,195) 

(19,281) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPRO P 


76,069 

3,803 


79,872 

4,553 


84,425 

84,000 

( 0 ) 


io. D escription of proposed construction Develop the Millennium Site to increase burial 

space at Arlington National Cemetery. Construction includes casket burial 
sections, in-ground sites for ashes of cremated service members and both 
columbarium niche courts and niche walls. The site will include an assembly 
area for service participants including a Committal Service Shelter. Building 
and site element construction shall be suitable for the environment and 
compliment the architectural theme and considerations of the National Cemetery 
at Arlington. Expansion Improvements shall include 21,100 pre-set liners for 
in-ground burial, 29,600 columbarium niche sites and 5,300 in-ground cremains 
sites, a pedestrian bridge over an existing stream, and a water fountain. 
Supporting facilities include waterlines, sanitary sewer, storm drainage, 
underground electrical and communications/information systems, stream 
restoration, landscaping, retaining walls, perimeter fencing, vehicle and 
pedestrian access roads and walks, and security systems. Demolition and 
preparation of the site will require demolition of existing site features and 
pavements, removal of trees and vegetation, protection of natural site 
features and select trees. Provide special foundations as required to address 
the varying soil conditions on the site. Measures in accordance with the 
Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will 
be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Arlington National Cemetery, Virginia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


Is. PROJECT NUMBER 

Cemetery Expansion Millennium Site 


80788 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
provided. Demolish 3 buildings (TOTAL 1,003 m2/10,797 SF) . 


11. REQ: 1 EA ADQT : NONE SUBSTD; 1 EA 

PROJECT : Provide cemetery expansion (Millennium Site) at Arlington National 
Cemetery, Virginia. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT s Additional burial space and supporting facilities are required 
to support the ongoing mission of Arlington National cemetery: "On behalf of 
the American people, lay to rest those who have served our nation with dignity 
and honor, treating their families with respect and compassion, and connecting 
guests to the rich tapestry of the cemetery's living history, while 
maintaining these hallowed grounds befitting the sacrifice of all those who 
rest here in quiet repose . " 

CURRENT SITUATION: Arlington National Cemetery is our Nation's most revered 

cemetery. More than four million people visit Arlington National Cemetery 
annually, many coming to pay final respects at graveside services, of which 
nearly 100 are conducted each week. Arlington National Cemetery performs 27 to 
30 funeral services each day. Cemetery space is limited and Arlington National 
Cemetery is projected to reach full capacity in 2025. A space study conducted 
by the Center for Army Analysis indicated the average burial frequency at 27 
per day, resulting in a total of 7,020 burials per year. Current trends show a 
distribution of 37% for first internment (in-ground burial) , 40% for 
columbaria, and 23% for second internment (in-ground burial for spouse in same 
plot as first internment) . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Arlington National Cemetery will continue to operate 

until capacity is reached. If this project is not provided, Arlington National 
Cemetery will run out of space for gravesites in 2025 and space for niches in 
2024. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


PAGE NO. 228 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1391C 








748 



12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started FEB 2012 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 , 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete , , NOV 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


{3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) + (b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 3 t 899 

(b) All Other Design Costs 2,340 

(c) Total Design Cost 6 , 239 

(d) Contract 3 , 899 

(e) In-house 2 , 340 

(4) Construction Contract Award JUN 2013 

(5) Construction Start AUG 2013 

(6) Construction Completion AUG 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($0Qi 

NONE 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA OBSTRUCTION 




(TOST INDEX 

R>rt Belvoir 


US Army Installation Command 


Virginia 



1.01 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 2369 3153 7057 193 328 185 1002 771 28419 43,477 

B. END FY 2017 2658 3251 7061 191 317 392 1001 770 27938 43,579 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 3,541 ha (8,750 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


6,182,578 

262,250 

94,000 

0 

0 

655,394 

7,194,222 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

141 58849 Secure Admin/Ciperations Facility 


(TOST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

94,000 01/2005 09/2007 


TOTAL 94,000 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide installation support to authorized units, activities and personnel assigned to or located in 
the Fort Belvoir geographical support region including: various Headquarters Department of the Army and 
Department of Defense agencies. Intelligence and Security Cfcmmand, Defense Threat Reduction Agency, 
Defense logistics Agency, U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Command, National Geospatial -Intelligence 
Agency, Defense Acquisition University, Army Management Staff College, Amy Force Management School, Army 
Inspector General School, and Defense Contract Audit Corrmand. 
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COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


HATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION : Fort Belvoir, Virginia 


11. OUTSTANDING FOLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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Secure Admin/Operations Facility 
F NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST ($000) 

Anth 94,000 


PRIMARY FACILITY 

Sensitive Compart Info Facility 

ODNI Compliance 

Special Foundation 

Standby Generator 

IDS Installation 

Total from Continuation page 




Site Imp{ 770) Demo{ 
Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 



GOST ($000) 


83,355 

(54,499) 

(2,622) 

(3,928) 

(4,800) 

(1,757) 

(15,749) 

1,008 

(770) 

(238) 


84,363 

4,218 


88,581 

5,049 


93,630 

94,000 

(13,272) 


io. D escription of proposed construction Construct a Secure Administration/Operations 

Facility for the Information Dominance Center (IDC) . Primary facilities in the 
SCIF consist of specialized operations space, equipment storage, classrooms, 
server space, locker rooms, cafeteria, and stand-by generator. Project 
requires compliance with Office of the Director of National Intelligence 
(ODNI) Intelligence Community Directives (ICS) 705.1 requirements. Also 
included will be mechanical/utility rooms, building information systems, 
administrative space and antiterrorism measures. Increased building 
Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP) measures are included to safeguard the 
handling and storage of sensitive material. Project also includes mechanical, 
electrical, information systems, fire protection and alarm systems, Intrusion 
Detection System (IDS) installation. Energy Monitoring and Control Systems 
(EMCS) connection. Supporting facilities include site improvements and 
information systems. Sust a inability /Energy measures will be provided. 
Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design services are 
required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. 

Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. 
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PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
EMCS Connections 

LS 



(50) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(516) 

Anti terrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,886) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(13,297) 




Total 

15,749 


11. REQ: 49,517 m2 ADQT: 21,148 m2 SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT ; Construct a Secure Administration/Operations Facility for the 
Information Dominance Center at Fort Belvoir, Virginia. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT : This project is required to consolidate and expand current 

mission supporting Intelligence and Security Command (INSCOM), Military 
Intelligence Reserve Command (MIRC) , and 1st Intelligence Operations (1st 10) 
intelligence gathering operations. This additional requirement, supported by 
authorized personnel increases of 794 persons, and 193 persons added by MIRC, 
Army Network Operations and Security Center (ANOSC) and Army Directed Studies 
Office (ADSO) , also includes the mission to support a continuous personnel 
training load for 100 persons. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There is no space in the INSCOM headquarters building to 

support projected personnel increases. Personnel currently assigned to the 
headquarters work in overcrowded conditions . Elements of INSCOM and MIRC are 
presently in or moving to leased space. Total space accommodated though 
leasing is approximately 88,000 SF. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, INSCOM' s ability to 

provide Army- wide information operations support will be impeded. Information 
operations support, intelligence gathering, and intelligence analysis will be 
restricted by the limitations of scattered substandard facilities. Without an 
expanded and consolidated facility, overcrowding and disjoined operations will 
worsen. INSCOM will be forced to maintain expensive leased facilities that do 
not meet minimum force protection standards or security requirements. INSCOM 
may not achieve the maximum potential capability in intelligence gathering, 
analysis, and dissemination. 


ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. Mission 
requirements, operational considerations, and location are incompatible with 
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ADDITIONAL; (CONTINUED) 

use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon project 
engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. Sustainable 
principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated 
into the design, development, and construction of the project in accordance 
with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and 
Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status; 

(a) Date Design Started JAN 2005 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 100 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed AUG 2006 

(d) Date Design Complete SEP 2007 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 4,429 

(b) All Other Design Costs 2, 657 

(c) Total Design Cost 7, 086 

(d) Contract 4,429 

(e) In-house 2, 657 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 


B. Equipment associated 

with this project 

which will be provided 

from 

other appr opr i a t i ons : 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

UPS 

OPA 

2014 

1,490 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

4,866 

Info Sys - PROP 

OPA 

2014 

6,916 



TOTAL 

13,272 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: (703) 806-3017 
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3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


j US Army Installation Management Corrmand 


5. AREA. OBSTRUCTION 


6. PERSONNEL STRE23IEH: 


OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 


A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 


731 2728 2379 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 
120 ha (6,474 AC) 


B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM. 

E. AUTHORISATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM. . 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) . 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 


1,247,721 

5,108,140 


PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 


33771 Adv Individual Training Barracks Cplx, Ph2 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 


A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 


B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 


C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


05/2011 10/2012 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Provide the Army with combat developments, training developments, and institutional training; 
participating in the force structuring process; determine materiel requirements and influence the 
development, acquisition, and fielding processes for ccmbat service support functions. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 


B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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PRIMARY FACILITY 


Barracks w/ Company Ops Fac 
Battalion HQs w/Classrooms 
Brigade Headquarters 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 




Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp ( 3,183) Demo( 2,888) 
Information Systems 


l||3j2S§H 




24,164 ( 

260,100) 

3,497 ( 

37,638) 

1,251 ( 

13,464) 








COST ($000) 
60,592 
(48,132) 
(8,598) 
(2,663) 
(1,199) 


11,942 

(1,607) 

(2,116) 

(1,042) 

(648) 

(6,071) 

(458) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 72,534 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 3,627 
SUBTOTAL 76,161 
SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 4,341 
TOTAL REQUEST 80,502 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 81,000 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP (2,267) 


10. Description of Proposed Construction This project Consists Of 3 phases. Phase 1 

(PN36113) was appropriated in FY 2010 for $65M. Phase 3 (PN 41449) will be 
requested in FY 2015 for $103M. This project is Phase 2. Construct a standard 
design Advanced Individual Training (AIT) Complex. Primary facilities include 
Brigade Headquarters, three Battalion Headquarters with Classrooms, two 300 
persons Barracks with Company Operations facilities, building information 
systems, fire protection and alarm systems. Intrusion Detection System (IDS) 
installation, and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. 
Sustainability/Energy Measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
site development, utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, 
curbs and gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and 
signage. Heating and air conditioning will be provided by self contained 
units . Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum 
Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building 
and furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Demolish 11 buildings (TOTAL 16,171 m2/174,067 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Fort Lee, Virginia 



j 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER I 

Adv Individual Training Barracks Cplx, Ph2 


33771 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 



SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 3,647 kWr/1,037 Tons) 



111. REQ: 

8,317 PN ADQT: 1,648 PN SUBSTD : 

7,344 PN 


PROJECT : Construct a standard design AIT Complex at Fort Lee, Virginia. 

{Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide facilities that comply with 

current Army standards for AIT student housing. Estimated intended and maximum 
utilization for the entire AIT Complex is 2,400 trainees after all three 
phases are completed. In addition to billeting facilities, this project is 
required to provide operational headquarters facilities for three battalions 
and one brigade headquarters . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing hammerhead- style barracks, which were 

constructed in 1956, house administration and inactive dining functions. The 
barracks are also configured with common latrines and open dayrooms. The 
common latrines force ineffective use of occupancy due to the male/female 
gender separation by floor /wing and training unit. This situation often 
requires male Soldiers to double bunk in the open bay areas. The lack of 
proper housing for Soldiers contributes to decrease in morale and limits the 
effectiveness of their ability to perform training activities. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided. Soldiers will 

continue to live in conditions that do not provide for efficient training. 

Living environment for Soldiers will deteriorate and may adversely affect 
morale and career retention. Battalion and brigade headquarters functions will 
continue to be conducted in substandard facilities jeopardizing mission 
functions and working environment. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 

Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

During the past two years, $81M has been spent on sustainment, restoration and 
modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Fort Lee. Upon completion of this 
multi-phased project and other projects approved through FY 2014, the 
remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 0 personnel at 
this installation. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Lee, Virginia 



;4. PROJECT TITLE 


pT. PROJECT NUMBER 

Adv Individual 

. Training Barracks Cplx, Ph2 


33771 


Requested FYDP 

FY2010 ($000) FY2013 ($000) FY2015 ($000) 

Authorization $65,000 $81,000 $103,000 

Authorization of $65,000 $81,000 $103,000 

Appropriation 

Appropriation $65,000 $81,000 $103,000 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAY 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Adapt-Build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Lee 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1,556 

(b) All Other Design Costs 778 

(c) Total Design Cost 2, 334 

(d) Contract 1,556 

(e) In-house 778 

(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2015 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: ( CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenc 1 a tur e 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

2,267 



TOTAL 

2,267 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 804-734-5015 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY Oa^IRUeiTCN (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INSTALLATION {CCf-f*5AND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AOTHDRIZATICN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION 


Washington 

64456 

75165 

67545 


Joint Base Lewis-McQx3rd (IMCCM) 
Battalion Carplex 
Waste Water Treatment Plant 

Yakima Firing Center 
Convoy Live Fire Range 


Subtotal Joint Base Lewis-McChord Part I 
* TOTAL MCA FOR Washington 


** TOTAL INSIDE THE UNITED STATES FOR MCA 



73,000 

73,000 

C 


91, 000 

91,000 

C 


5,100 

5,100 

C 

$ 

169,100 

169,100 


$ 

169,100 

169,100 



$ 1,590,150 1,590,150 


PA® 


245 

247 

250 

254 
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1. ODMPGNENT 

ARMY 

FY 

’ 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base Lewi s -McChord 

Washington 

4. COMMAND 

IB Artty Installation Management Gormand 

5. AREA OBSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

1.13 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 5154 29741 5138 22 250 0 1252 6137 9184 56,878 

B. END FY 2017 5306 30407 6074 19 237 0 202 1148 6848 50,241 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 0 ha (0 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 

C. AUILDRIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTH0RI2ATICN INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION CNLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


0 

2,080,503 
169, 100 
158,600 
0 

1,361,431 

3,769,634 


PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 


DESIGN STATUS 


CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

721 

64456 

Battalion Carpi ex 


73,000 

01/2011 

07/2013 

177 

67545 

Convey Live Fire Range 


5,100 

06/2011 

10/2012 

831 

75165 

Waste Water Treatment Plant 


91,000 

05/2011 

07/2013 




TOTAL 

169,100 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE {$000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 

178 Multipurpose Machine Gun Range 8,600 

211 Aircraft Maintenance Hangar 85,000 

730 Airfield Operations Complex 38,000 

141 Aviation Battalion COrplex 27,000 

TOTAL 158,600 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION CNLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAJTMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

I Corps: On order, deploy to conduct operations across the military spectrum of conflict as a Joint 
Force Headquarters {Joint Task Force, Combined or Multi-National /Joint Force Land Component Command) or as 
an Army Corps. Maintain trained and ready forces for Combatant Ccrrmanders worldwide. Team Lewis -McChord: 
Operate a state-of-the-art power generation platform for warfighters by providing them with superior 
training support and infrastructure. Train, deploy, and redeploy ready forces. Support the Transformation 
of I Corps and Joint Base Lewis -McChord. Maintain the well-being of our Soldiers, civilians, retirees, and 
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1 . 


COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


2 . 


DATS 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTAILATICN AND LOCATION: Joint Base Lewis-McCfcord, Washington 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: (... CONTINUED) 
their families. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTICN 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 

0 

0 

0 
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ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Barracks 
Dining Facility 
Battalion HQs w/Classrooms 
Storage Buildings 
Sustainability/Energy Measures LS 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service LS 

Water, Sewer, Gas LS 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist LS 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters LS 
Storm Drainage LS 

Site Imp ( 1,115) Demo( 6,304) LS 
Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures i 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




COST ($000) 


43,748 
(25,270) 
(7,858) 
(9, 536} 


19,218 

(1,655) 

(458) 

(1,559) 

(6,966) 

(46) 

(7,419) 

(714) 

(401) 


62,966 

3,148 


66,114 

3,768 

2,645 


72,527 

73,000 

(1,498) 


io. Description of proposed construction Construct standard design barracks for 324 spaces, 

a dining facility, two battalion headquarters buildings with classrooms, 
storage buildings, building information systems, antiterrorism measures, fire 
protection and alarm systems, Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation, 
and Energy Monitoring Control Systems (EMCS) connection. Sustainability/Energy 
measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include site development, 
utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and signage. Heating 
will be provided from either the existing heating plant or individual heating 
units depending on what is most cost effective. Mechanical ventilation for 
200,000 cubic feet per minute will be provided. Measures in accordance with 
the Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards 
will be provided. Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior 
design services are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be 
provided. Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Demolish 11 
buildings (TOTAL 30,697 m2/330,416 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 18 kWr/5 
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HI 

FY 2013 

MILITARY 

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 






Joint Base Lewis-McChord, 





4. PROJECT TITLE 





Battalion Complex 




64456 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION 

(CONTINUED) 



Tons) . 







11. REQ: 9,614 PN ADQT : 6,258 PN SUBSTD; 4,943 PN 


PROJECT : Construct standard design facilities for a Battalion Complex at 
Joint Base Lewis --McChord, Washington. {Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide permanent barracks, 

Battalion Headquarters, and Dining Facility for a Battalion Complex. Maximum 
utilization will be 324 enlisted personnel. The intended use is for 285 junior 
enlisted Soldiers and 39 junior noncommissioned officers. 

CURRENT SITUATION; Currently there are no adequate facilities available at 
Joint Base Lewis-McChord that can meet the needs of assigned Soldiers. All 
existing adequate facilities are fully utilized. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this project is not provided. Soldiers will not 
have adequate permanent facilities to accomplish their mission. The brigade 
will be scattered throughout the installation in temporary and inadequate 
facilities and leased relocatable structures. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 

Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 use 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

During the past two years, $23. 8M has been spent on sustainment, restoration 
and modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Joint Base Lewis-McChord. Upon 
completion of this multi-phased project and other projects approved through FY 
2013, the remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 329 
personnel at this installation. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JAN 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 
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1 1. COMPONENT 1 1 2 . DATE 



3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: {Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Joint Base Lewis -Me Chord 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications... 1 , 736 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 042 

(c) Total Design Cost 2, 778 

(d) Contract 1,736 

(e) In-house 1,042 

(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2015 


B. Equipment associated 
other appropriations : 

with this project 

which will be provided ] 

Fiscal Year 

from 

Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

Battalion Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

203 

Dining Fac Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

371 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

924 


TOTAL 1,498 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 757-878-5342 

nn form iVcnr previous editions may be used internally 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


PY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

I Joint Base Lewis-McChord 
Washington 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Waste Water Treatment Plant 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT 

COST ($000) 




Aufch 

91,000 

22096A 

831 

75165 

Approp 

91,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 


Primary Waste Water Treatment 
CCTV Installation 
EMCS Connection 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Building Information Systems 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Site Imp ( 4,651) Demo( 
Information Systems 


UM (M/E) 

L/d (KG) 
LS 
LS 
LS 

Ls 


QUANTITY 

16,429 { 4,340) 


UNIT COST 

4, 13li 


COST ($000) 
69,544 
(67, 863) 
(118) 
(140) 
(1,403) 
( 20 ) 

9,058 

(1,176) 

(3,217) 

(4,651) 

(14) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


78,602 

3,930 

82,532 

4,704 

3,301 

90,537 

91,000 

( 2 , 919 ) 


Description of proposed construction Construct a Waste Water Treatment Plant (WWTP) . 
Primary facilities include the WWTP, building information systems, fire 
protection and alarm systems, installation of closed-circuit television 
(CCTV) , and Energy Monitoring and Control Systems (EMCS) connection. 
Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Supporting facilities include 
information systems, site development, utilities and connections, lighting, 
paving, parking, walks, information systems, landscaping and signage. Heating 
will be provided by self contained system. Measures in accordance with the 
Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will 
be provided. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. 
Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
land Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 1,097 kWr/312 Tons), 


11. REQ: 16,429 L/d ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : 16,429 L/d 

PROJECT : Construct a Waste Water Treatment Plant at Joint Base Lewis-McChord 
(JBLM) , Washington. (Current Mission) 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base Lewis -McChord, Washington 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

Waste Water Treatment Plant 


75165 






REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide adequate facilities to 


support JBLM's active and reserve military population. Over the past few 
years, the existing plant treatment processes are not able to meet 
progressively stringent effluent limits. JBLM's goal is to treat all 
wastewaters to Class A Reclaimed Standards by 2025 to conserve water resources 
and to improve Puget Sound water quality. A wastewater treatment process is 
needed to produce Class A reclaimed water and reduce impacts to Puget Sound, 
allowing JBLM to reuse the wastewater through surface water discharge, 
injection for groundwater recharge and other reuse needs. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The JBLM Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) (also known as 

Tatsolo Point WWTP) is near the end of its useful life. The original primary 
treatment plant was built in 1955 and upgraded to secondary treatment in 1974. 
The WWTP utilizes outmoded treatment processes that are not capable of meeting 
increasingly stringent effluent requirements and has required nearly 
continuous upgrades, repairs and short-term fixes over the last decade. 

Despite best efforts to maintain the plant and recent expenditures to meet 
minimal compliance, the plant is on the verge of failure. The existing plant 
frequently fails to meet its current EPA permit, with 16 permit violations 
occurring since January 2010 for excessive chlorine residual, out-of -range pH, 
elevated Biological Oxygen Demand (BOD) or failure to achieve stipulated BOD 
removal percentages. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided then the plant will 

not be able to meet new permit requirements. The new permit is considerably 
more stringent than the current requirements. This will increase the frequency 
and number of violations. Each failure to meet permit stipulations exposes the 
Army to Notice of Violations (NOV) from the EPA. Each NOV may result in 
additional compliance agreements, or fines and penalties. The Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) Record of Decision issued prior to stationing may be 
challenged due to increases in pollutant loading reaching Puget Sound caused 
by the WWTP's age and outdated treatment processes. Implementing a new plant 
with up to date technologies will allow JBLM to meet current and future EPA 
discharge requirements . 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life 
Cycle cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base Lewis-McChord, Washington 



j 4. PROJECT TITLE 



[Waste Water Treatment Plant 


75165 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAY 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012. 15 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2013 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2013 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications... 1,248 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1,248 

(c) Total Design Cost 2,496 

(d) Contract 1, 248 

(e) In-house 1,248 


(4) Construction Contract Award MAR 2013 


(5) Construction Start MAY 2013 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2015 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Joint Base Lewis -McChord, Washington 



4. PROJECT TITLE' 


j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Waste Water Treatment Plant 


75165 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenc 1 a t ur e 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

CCTV Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

400 

WWTP Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

2,500 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

19 



TOTAL 

2,919 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 757-878-5342 

nn FORM noir PREVIOUS editions may be used internally 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 


Convoy Live Fire Range 
Training Area Roads 
Entry Control Point 
Control Area and Buildings 
Primary Power Generators 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Site Imp ( 9) Demo{ ) 

Information Systems 


COST ($000) 
4,451 
(2,233) 
(853) 



ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (5.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


10. Description of proposed construction Construct a standard design Convoy Live Fire (CLP) 
Range. Primary facilities include the CLF Range, training area roads, entry 
control point, control area and buildings, primary power generators, and 
building information systems. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include site improvements and information systems. 
Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 7 kWr/2 Tons) . 

11. REQ: 1 EA ADQT: NONE SUBSTD ; NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a standard design Convoy Live Fire (CLF) Range at Joint 

Base Lewis-McChord ( JBLM) , Yakima Training Center, Washington. (Current 
mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to train and test Convoy Live Fire 

crews, platoons, and companies on the skills necessary to detect, identify, 
engage, and defeat stationary and moving vehicle and infantry targets from a 
stationary or moving platform. All vehicles with .50 caliber and Mark 19 
weapons are required to conduct annual gunnery training. This project supports 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

' 3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Yakima Firing 

Center, Washington (Joint Base Lewis-McChord) 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Convoy Live Fire Range 


67545 

REQUIREMENT : 

(CONTINUED) 



Soldiers at JBLM Yakima Training Center in active Army, 

Reserve, 

and National 


Guard Units . 

CURRENT SITUATION: JBLM Yakima Training Center currently does not have a 

standard Convoy Live Fire Range. Yakima Training Center utilizes non-standard 
objectives, and existing roads, requiring temporary Surface Danger Zones 
(SDZs) to be established, which results in closure of large areas utilized for 
both maneuver and live fire training. Maintaining required throughput is 
difficult because conditions often prohibit closure of the areas necessary for 
SDZs. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this facility is not provided, Soldiers will not 

be able to obtain and maintain efficiency for convoy live fire training. 

Combat readiness may be negatively impacted. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components . A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JUN 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Hood 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 120 

(b) All Other Design Costs 310 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARMY S 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Yakima Firing Center, Washington {Joint Base Lewis-McChord) 


06 FEB 20X2 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


Convov Live Fire Ranae 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award APR 2013 

(5) Construction Start JUN 2013 

(6) Construction Completion JUN 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other app r opr i a t i ons : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

Target System OPA 2013 1,800 

Info Sys - ISC OPA 2014 1 


Installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 757-878-5342 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS} 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT — AmBDRIZATIQN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 



Italy Various (IMCCM) 




259 


Camp Ecterle 





71911 

Barracks 


36,000 

36,000 C 

261 


Vicenza Mil Qnty 





64079 

Simulations Center 


32,000 

32,000 C 

265 


Subtotal Italy Various Part I 

$ 

68,000 

68,000 



* TOTAL MCA FOR Italy 

$ 

68,000 

68,000 
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1. TOMPCNENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Italy Various 

Italy 

4. COMMAND 

IB Army Installation Management Gcrrmand 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

1,26 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT SIUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 853 3866 1664 0 0 0 53 485 1584 8,505 

B. END FY 2017 1043 5097 1441 0 0 0 57 509 1653 9,800 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 1,237 ha (3,057 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. ADTHORI2ATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


2,679,400 

500,625 

68,000 

0 

0 

394,935 

3,642,960 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 


CATEGORY 

PROJECT 



COST 

DESIGN 

STATUS 

CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

172 

64079 

Simulations Center 


32,000 

09/2010 

10/2012 

721 

71911 

Barracks 


36,000 

01/2011 

10/2012 




TOTAL 

68,000 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY TOST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS : 

Installation support for US Army, Europe and Seventh Army (USAREUR) , specifically the Southern 
European Task Force (SETAF) and 173rd Infantry (ABN) Brigade; a trained and ready force capable of rapidly 
responding and operating jointly in support of US EUTOM theater strategy. Installations serve as bases for 
projecting power in and out of EUTOM area of responsibility by providing facilities for training, 
maintaining, housing, and supporting SETAF and the 173rd IN (ABN) BCE. These units provide flexible, 
scalable joint task force ccnponents for use in expeditionary operations as well as mission, installation 
support, and quality of life organizations required to maintain a trained and ready force overseas. 
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OKPCSJENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


D3STALLATICN AND LOCATION: Italy Various, Italy 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLIDTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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9. COST ESTIMATES 



ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Barracks 

Special Foundations 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Antiterrorism Measures 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service LS 

Water, Sewer, Gas LS 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp ( 1,062) Demo( 924) 
Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


,io .D»ocription of proposed construction Construct a standard design Barracks. Primary 
facility includes the barracks, building information systems, Energy 
Monitoring and Control Systems (EMCS) connection, fire/ smoke 
detect ion/enunciation/ suppression systems, and antiterrorism measures. 
Increased building Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP)are included to 
compensate for insufficient setback and provide multi-story, progressive 
collapse. Sustainability/Energy Measures are required. Special foundations and 
special construction (radon mitigation, lightning protection and acoustical 
sound attenuation) are required. Support facilities include site improvements, 
landscaping, perimeter access road, storm drainage, connection to necessary 
utility services (electrical, water, sewer, gas, heat and cooling) , paving, 
walks, curbs and gutters and information systems. Heating and air conditioning 
will be provided by a central system. Comprehensive interior design services 
are required. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. 
Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance. Demolish 4 
buildings (TOTAL 6,135 m2/66,032 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 703 kWr/200 
Tons) . 


Q0ST ($000) 

27 

,712 

(26 

,307) 


(515) 


(512) 


(378) 

4 

, 039 


(184) 


(251) 


(482) 


(667) 


(137) 

(i 

,986) 


(287) 


(45) 

31 

,751 

1 

, 588 

33 

,339 

2 

, 167 

35 

,506 

36 

, 000 

a 

,558) 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Ederle, Italy (Italy Various) 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

71911 






1 11. REQ: 2,709 PN ADQT : 1,516 PN SUBSTD: NONE 


PROJECT : Construct a standard design Barracks at Camp Ederle, Italy. (Current 
Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide adequate permanent 

facilities to support the US Army at Vicenza Italy. Maximum barracks 
utilization is 230 Soldiers. The intended use is for 160 junior enlisted 
Soldiers and 35 junior noncommissioned officers. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Adequate existing facilities are not available to support 

the two battalions stationed on Camp Ederle. Existing facilities do not meet 
minimum force protection requirements for standoff and progressive collapse 
for new construction. These facilities do not meet current quality of life 
standards for Soldiers living in Barracks. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this project is not provided, Vicenza Military 
Community will not be able to provide adequate on-post permanent facilities 
for the Army at Vicenza, Italy. Soldiers assigned to battalions or other units 
on Camp Ederle will be required to work, train and live in substandard 
facilities which may adversely affect morale and retention. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

During the past two years, $3.3M has been spent on sustainment, restoration 
and modernization (SRM) (formerly known as Real Property Maintenance) of 
unaccompanied enlisted personnel housing at Vicenza installations. Upon 
completion of this multi-phased project and other projects approved through FY 
2013, the remaining unaccompanied enlisted permanent party deficit is 0 
personnel at this installation. 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT: This project is not within an established NATO 
infrastructure category for common funding, nor is it expected to become 
eligible in the foreseeable future. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Ederle, Italy (Italy Various) 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Barracks 








12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data; 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. JAM 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract; Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis; 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Campbell 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+{e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 633 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 307 

(c) Total Design Cost 2 , 940 

(d) Contract 1,633 

(e) In-house 1,307 


(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomencl atur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

Info Sys - ISC OPA 2014 123 

Info Sys - PROP OPA 2014 1,435 

TOTAL 1 75 5 8 


installation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 003 904-4471-8944 
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PRIMARY FACILITY 


Battle Command Training Center 
Entry Control Facility 
Tactical Operation Pads 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Building Information Systems 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Storm Drainage 

Site Imp( 644) Demo( ) 

Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT -OTHER APPROP 





4,365 ( 
37.90 { 

3 -- 


46,981) 

408) 




COST ($000) 


25,483 

(23,473) 

(225) 

(254) 

(465) 

(1,066) 


28,177 

1,409 


29,586 

1,923 


31,509 

32,000 

(1,479) 


10. Description of proposed construction Construct a standard design Battle Command 

Training Center. Primary facilities include Battle Command Training Center, 
entry control facility, tactical operation pads, building information systems, 
Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) connection, and Intrusion Detection 
System (IDS) installation. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. 
Supporting facilities include electric service; water, sewer, and gas; paving, 
walks, curbs and gutters; storm drainage; site improvement; and information 
systems. Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense (DoD) minimum 
antiterrorism measures for building standards will be included. Comprehensive 
building and furnishings related interior design services are required. Access 
for individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be 
designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on 
average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning 
Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and 
integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 404 
kWr/115 Tons) . 

11. REQ: 4,365 m2 ADQT : NONE SUB STD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a Battle Command Training Center at the Vicenza Military 
Community, Italy. (Current Mission) 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Vicenza Mil Cmty, Italy (Italy Various) 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

Simulations Center 


64079 

i 





REQUIREMENT ; Facility is required to support individual and collective 


digital training and battle staff training using constructive simulations with 
command, control, communications, computers and intelligence (C4I) 
interoperability. This project is required to provide effective training in 
the command and control of individual as well as combined operations in a 
simulated tactical environment, incorporating appropriate opposing forces. 
Facility is required to support several different levels of battle command 
training for contingency force units and various additional combat, combat 
support, and combat service support units. Battle simulations and command post 
exercises are conducted at company, battalion, brigade, division, corps and 
joint levels. Size and complexity of battle command training using simulations 
and C4I systems have increased significantly. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Vicenza Military Community does not have a battle command 

training center to support simulations, instrumentation and C4I systems. 
Minimum required capabilities of integrating architecture, operational C4I 
system stimulation, reach capability and training sustainment are not 
available. The need is not being fully met. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project is not provided, Vicenza will not 

have adequate battle command training and simulation enhanced facilities for 
individual and collective digital and battle staff training. The quality of 
battle command and staff simulation exercises and unit C4I expertise will 
decline. Essential training and skill development will not be able to keep 
pace with mission demands . 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

NATO SECURITY INVESTMENT: This project is not within an established NATO 
infrastructure category for common funding, nor is it expected to become 
eligible in the foreseeable future. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Vicenza Mil Cmty, Italy {Italy Various) 



U. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER i 

[Simulations Center 


64079 






12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

{£) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Richardson 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = {a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): {$000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1,250 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 745 

(c) Total Design Cost 2 , 995 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 2, 995 


(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 




Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

UPS 

OPA 

2014 

500 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

360 

Info Sys - PROP 

OPA 

2014 

619 



TOTAL 

1,479 

Installation Engineer: 
Phone Number: DSN (314) 

634-8944 
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DEPARTMS?T OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY OBSTRUCTION (Part 1} 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE 


Japan 


INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION PAGE 

62663 

Japan Various (IMCCM) 

Sagami 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 


18,000 

271 

18,000 C 273 


Subtotal Japan Various Part I 

$ 

18,000 

18,000 

62783 

Okinawa (IMCCM) 

Satellite Cbmsnunicaticns Facility 


78,000 

277 

78,000 C 279 


Subtotal Okinawa Part I 

$ 

78,000 

78,000 


* TOTAL MCA FOR Japan 

$ 

96,000 

96,000 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3, INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Japan Various 

Japan 

4. 

US Amy Installation Management Corrmand 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

COST INDEX 

1.44 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 660 2709 3801 0 0 0 43 221 2047 9,481 

B. END FY 2017 683 2649 3879 0 0 0 43 221 1977 9,452 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000} 

A. TOTAL AREA.. 1,363 ha (3,368 AC} 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


4,403,163 

42,800 

18,000 

0 

0 

349,630 

4,813,593 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 




CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

OOMPLETTE 

214 

62663 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

18,000 

08/2010 

10/2012 



TOTAL 

18,000 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 


A. 

INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: 

NONE 



B. 

PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS 

(NEW MISSION ONLY) : 

NONE 


C. 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION 

, AND MODERNIZATION 

(SRM): 

N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Maintain bases in Japan to provide supply, maintenance, storage, procurement, transportation 
engineering, medical and other essential services required to support U. S. Army Japan (USARJ) operational 
plans with a capability for expansion when needed. It also provides on-post family housing for 
approximately 1020 families. 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

A. AIR POLLUTION 


($ 000 ) 

0 


DD 
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COMPONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY <XNSTR.UeiTON PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Japan Various, 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: (. . - CONTINUED) 


B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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l.CCMECNENT 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3.INSTAIIATION AND IOCATIGN 

Sagami 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


















9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 




OUST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




12,658 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

1,706 ( 18,360) 

3,761 

(6,415) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

m2 (SF) 

12,365 ( 133,092) 

151.50 

(1,873) 

Vehicle Wash Facility 

m2 (SF) 

649.11 ( 6,987) 


<2,535) 

Organization Storage 

m2 (SF) 

331.66 ( 3,570) 

1,591 

(528) 

POL Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

22.30 ( 240) 

2,727 

(61) 

Total from Continuation page 




(1,246) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




3,233 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(751) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

— 

(203) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(806) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(320) 

Site Imp ( 1,067) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1, 067) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(33) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 



(53) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




15,891 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




795 

SUBTOTAL 




16,686 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 




1,085 

TOTAL REQUEST 




17,771 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




18,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


Description of proposed construction Construct a Vehicle Maintenance Shop. Primary- 
facilities include a Vehicle Maintenance Shop, Organizational Vehicle Parking, 
Petrolium Oils and Lubricants (POL) Storage Building, Vehicle Wash Facility, 
Organizational Storage, hazardous waste storage, building information systems, 
fire protection and alarm systems, mass notification system, Intrusion 
Detection System (IDS) installation, and Energy Monitoring and Control Systems 
( EMCS ) connection. Sustainability/Energy measures will be provided. Special 
foundations are required. Supporting facilities include site development, 
[utilities and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and 
gutters, storm drainage, information systems, landscaping and signage, and 
oil/water separator. Measures in accordance with the Department of Defense 
(DoD) Minimum Antiterrorism for Buildings standards will be provided. 
Comprehensive building and furnishings related interior design services are 
required. Heating and air conditioning will be provided by self contained 
units. Access for individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities 
|will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies 
meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and 
Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building 
envelope and integrated building systems performance. Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 211 kWr/60 Tons) . 
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PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 (SF) 

22.30 ( 

240) 2,727 

(61) 

Special Foundation 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(995) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(190) 




Total 

1,246 


IX. REQ: 1,706 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : 1,131 m2 

PROJECT : Construct a Vehicle Maintenance Shop at Sagami General Depot, Japan. 

(Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to provide a Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

for both field and sustainment level of maintenance for tactical vehicles 
assigned to Corps and Sustainment Support Battalion (CSSB) units stationed at 
Sagami General Depot, Japan. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There are no adequate facilities available at Sagami 

General Depot or adjacent Camp Zama U.S. Army Japan (USARJ) capable of 
performing this mission requirement. The new facility will be located in the 
same general vicinity as mission and training facilities. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this facility is not provided, deployed units 

will not have a vehicle maintenance shop to adequately maintain and store 
equipment and vehicles. This will adversely affect training and mission and 
will have a negative impact on combat readiness. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started AUG 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012.. 35 . 00 

(c) Date 35% Designed DEC 2010 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Fort Campbell 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b> OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 957 

(b) All Other Design Costs -319 

(c) Total Design Cost 638 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 638 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($00i 

NA 


ilnstallation Engineer: 

Phone Number: 315-263-3374 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 

2013 MILITARY CONSIRUCTICN PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

j 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. OCM4AND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Okinawa 


IB Army Installation Management Command 


Japan 



1.44 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 . 660 2709 3801 0 0 0 43 221 2047 9,481 

B. END FY 2017 683 2649 3879 0 0 0 43 221 1977 9,452 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 1,363 ha (3,368 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUIHCRIZATICN NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AOTHORIZATIQN REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AOTHCRIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICU3JCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM: 




CATEGORY PROJECT 


COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 

($000) 

START 

COMPLETE 

131 62783 

Satellite COTmuni cations Facility 

78,000 

09/2009 

10/2013 


TOTAL 

78,000 




9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NOTE 

B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTADSMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTICNS: 

Installation supports US Army, Pacific and Japan, a trained and ready force capable of rapidly 
responding and operating jointly in support of USPAOOM theater strategy. Installation serves as base to 
provide supply, maintenance, storage, procurement, transportation, engineering, medical, other essential 
services, subordinate and supporting units/organizations to support US Army Japan operational plans with a 
capability for expansion when needed. These units consist of combat support, cartbat service support 
tactical units as well as theater, mission, installation support, and quality of life organizations 
required to maintain a trained and ready force overseas. 


253,523 

4,734,686 
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1. CDMPCHENT 
ARMY 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION: Okinawa, Japan 


11. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES: 

($000) 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

0 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

0 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

0 
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l.CCMEONENT 

ARMY 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Okinawa 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Satellite Communications Facility 




7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST 

($000) 




Auth 

78,000 

22096A 

131 

62783 

Approp 



9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

Mirny 

QUANTITY 

EHESai 

COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




53,752 

SATCOM and TCF Facility 

m2 (SF) 

3,980 ( 42,840) 

6,303 

(25,087) 

DOIM Facility 

m2 (SF) 

4,075 ( 43,860) 

4,024 

(16,395) 

Battalion HQs w/ Classrooms 

Xi2 (SF) 

1,327 ( 14,280) 

3,896 

(5,168) 

Standby Generator 

EA 

3 -- 

273,172 

(820) 

Special Foundations 

LS 

-- 

— 

(2,962) 

Total from Continuation page 




(3,320) 





13,060 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(3,921) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(535) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 


-- 

-- 

(1,653) 

Storm Drainage 


-- 

-- 

(1,261) 

Site Imp { 1,988) Demo( 2,487) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(4,475) 


LS 

-- 

-- 

(887) 

Antiterror ism Measures 

LS 



(328) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




66,812 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




3,341 

SUBTOTAL 




70,153 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 




4,560 

DESIGN/BUILD - DESIGN COST 




2,806 

TOTAL REQUEST 




77,519 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




78,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(5,681) 


io. D escription of Proposed construction Construct a Consolidated Strategic Satellite 
Communications Earth Station (SATCOM) and Technical Contol Facility (TCF)at 
Fort Buckner and Tori Station. Primary facilities include the SATCOM/TCF 
Facility, a standard design small Battalion Headquarters with classrooms, 
administration space, building information systems, standby generator, and 
antiterrorism measures. Increased building Antiterrorism/Force Protection 
(AT/FP) measures are included to allow separation of occupied facilities in a 
constrained site. Other features include space for operations and maintenance, 
secure training, library, secure conference area, storage area, loading docks, 
and antenna operating sites with cable trenches. Redundant power and air 
conditioning is included. Special foundations are required. All facilities 
Swill include fire protection, Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) 
connection, and Intrusion Detection System (IDS) installation. 

Sustainability/Energy measures will be included. Supporting facilities include 
utilities, comprehensive site work and information systems. Air conditioning 
will be provided by a self contained system. Comprehensive building and 
furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USEE 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 


PAGE NO. 279 















792 


1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Okinawa, Japan 



|4. PROJECT TITLE 


S. PROJECT NUMBER I 

Satellite Communications Facility 


62783 






9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 




Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) j 

IDS Installation 

LS 


-- 

__ 

(13! 

EMCS Connection 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(128) 

Sustainability/ Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(915) 

Anti terrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 


(916) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


" 

Total 

(1,348) 

3,320 

IDESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 




American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Demolish 3 buildings (TOTAL 5,012 m2/53,954 SP) . 
Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,055 kWr/300 Tons). 


11. REQ: 19,695 m2 ADQT : 6,011 m2 SUBSTD: 6,893 m2 

PROJECT : Construct SATCOM/TCF facilities in Okinawa, Japan. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project is required to replace the existing SATCOM/TCF 

facility. It will accommodate the latest state-of-the-art communications 
equipment? provide battalion headquarters for supporting missions displaced 
from the current SATCOM/TCF facility; and provide a new information systems 
facility displaced from the SATCOM terminal. This will improve the supporting 
infrastructure for this SATCOM/TCF complex in support of Joint Chiefs of Staff 
command, control, communications, and intelligence requirements for the Far 
East Area of Responsibility. The SATCOM facility must operate 7 days-a-week, 

24 hours a day with high reliability provided by back-up systems. The project 
will provide a new earth terminal for both legacy equipment and new wideband 
equipment for critical communications supporting worldwide military missions 
and commercial satellite communications. The facility and mission are not 
expected to move under any of the relocation initiatives or negotations with 
the Government of Japan. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The initial mission was assigned in the 1960's. As new 

missions were assigned and more electronic equipment with exterior antennas 
were installed, available space has been consumed, and existing mission areas 
have deteriorated. This growth is directly related to the changing world 
conditions and expanding requirements for wideband satellite communications. 
Within the past two years, the satellite communications mission and 
requirements have increased exponentially and will continue to expand as new 
strategic and tactical requirements are identified and approved. This mission 
is currently performed in a 4 5 -year-old hardened concrete structure, too small 
to support the new systems equipment. The building's mechanical systems are 
generally in fair condition but not energy efficient. Floor space to house the 
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IlfiM'l '■''i i , |i||"nan' 

i 


2 .DATE 



MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARMY 




06 FEB 2012 


[ 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Qk i nawa , Japan 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Satellite Communications Facility 

62783 


CURRENT SITUATION: (CONTINUED) 

additional missions, equipment racks, and other functions is insufficient. 
IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED; If this facility is not replaced, the Army's portion 
of the worldwide satellite communications network may be compromised. This may 
result in the inability to provide complete and continuous command, control, 
communications, and intelligence information. Communications with the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff may be vulnerable. The inability to expand and support 
existing and future communications requirements will adversely impact the 
field commander's capability to reach-back. The existing aged facility 
infrastructure and supporting equipment will make the Army's satellite 
communication portion of the Global Information Grid operationally unreliable. 
The performance of the satellite communications missions at this site will be 
adversely impacted over time. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon 
project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 

(c) Date 35% Designed 

(d) Date Design Complete 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications... 1,300 

(b) All Other Design Costs. 2, 100 

(c) Total Design Cost 3 , 400 

(d) Contract 2, 300 


SEP 2009 
15.00 
JAN 2013 
OCT 2013 
YES 
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1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(e) In-house 1, 100 


(e) In-house 1, 100 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start APR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Fiscal Year 
Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropr iat ion 

Or Requested 

($000) 

UPS - SATCOM 

OPA 

2015 

2,383 

UPS - DOIM 

OPA 

2013 

953 

Info Sys - ISC 

OPA 

2014 

2,327 

Info Sys - PROP 

OPA 

2014 

18 



TOTAL 

5,681 


Installation Engineer: 
jphone Number: €44-4402 
PAGE NO. 282 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 








795 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY a®STHX3TCH (Part I) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INSTALLATION (COMMAND) NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Korea Korea Various (IMOCM) 285 

Canp Hunphreys 


76196 Battalion Headquarters Cetrplex 


45,000 

45,000 C 

287 

Subtotal Korea Various Part I 

$ 

45,000 

45,000 


* TOTAL MCA FOR Korea 

$ 

45,000 

45,000 


TOTAL OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES FOR MCA 

$ 

209,000 

209,000 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

BY 

' 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

4. COMMAND 

5. AREA CONSTRUCTION 




COST INDEX 

Korea Various 


US Army Installation Management Command 


Ktorea 



1.06 


6. PERSONNEL STRENGTH: PERMANENT STUDENTS SUPPORTED 

OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL OFFICER ENLIST CIVIL TOTAL 

A. AS OF 30 NOV 2011 2986 14888 10318 0 87 0 1254 5492 9045 44,070 

B, END FY 2017 2980 15333 9574 0 70 0 1262 5510 7638 42,367 


7. INVENTORY DATA ($000) 

A. TOTAL AREA 7,890 ha (19,497 AC) 

B. INVENTORY TOTAL AS OF 12 JAN 2012 

C. AUTHORIZATION NOT YET IN INVENTORY 

D. AUTHORIZATION REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROGRAM 

E. AUTHORIZATION INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM 

F. PLANNED IN NEXT THREE YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) 

G. REMAINING DEFICIENCY 

H. GRAND TOTAL 


9,503,231 

1,093,825 

45,000 

0 

0 

2,957,021 

13,599,077 


8. PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS REQUESTED IN THE FY 2013 PROCRAM: 
CATEGORY PROJECT 

CODE NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 

141 76196 Battalion Headquarters Ccnplex 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START COMPLETE 

45,000 10/2010 10/2012 


TOTAL 45, 000 


9. FUTURE PROJECT APPROPRIATIONS: 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE ($000) 

A. INCLUDED IN THE FY 2014 PROGRAM: NONE 


B. PLANNED NEXT THREE PROGRAM YEARS (NEW MISSION ONLY) : NONE 

C. DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : N/A 


10. MISSION OR MAJOR FUNCTIONS: 

Eighth United States Army (EUSA) exercises ccnmand and control of all assigned units. Organizes, 
equips, trains, and employs forces to ensure optiiman readiness for combat operations. Maintains a posture 
of combat readiness to deter any attack upon the Republic of Korea (ROK) and if deterrence fails, conduct 
sustained Army, joint, and combined military operations to defeat the enemy. Provides logistical and 
administrative support for forces, including Headquarters, United Nations Ccnmand (HQ UNC) , in order to 
fulfill the operational requirements of ROK-US CFC and USFK. 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . nraiMIATICW AND LOCATION 

Camp Humphreys 
Korea (Korea Various? 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 


Battalion Headquarters Complex 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 


7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST 

{$000} 


■ ■ 


Auth 

45,000 

22096A 

^ H 

76196 

Spprcp 

45,000 


9 . COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




21,795 

Company Operations Facilities 

m2 (SF) 

4,463 ( 48,036) 

1,863 

(8,313) 

Covered Hardstand 

m2 (SF) 

743.04 ( 7,998) 

524.52 

(390) 

Battalion Headquarters 

m2 (SF) 

1,554 ( 16,728) 

2,555 

(3,971) 

Vehicle Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

1,706 ( 18,360) 

2,530 

(4,315) 

Organizational Vehicle Parking 

m2 (SY) 

17,800 ( 21,289} 

94.75 

(1,687) 

Total from Continuation page 




(3,119) 





18,007 

Electric Service 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(792) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(543) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,016) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,632) 

Site Imp (13 ,619) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(13,619) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(66) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 



(339) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




39,802 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,990 

SUBTOTAL 




41,792 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.50%) 




2,716 

TOTAL REQUEST 




44,508 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




45,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


10 . Description of proposed construction Construct a standard design Battalion Headquarters 
Complex. Primary facilities include a standard design Battalion Headquarters 
|with classrooms. Company Operations Facility with covered hardstand, Vehicle 
jMaintenance Shop, organizational vehicle parking, organizational storage, oil 
storage, and hazardous waste storage. Sustainability/Energy Measures will be 
'provided. The facilities will include installation of Intrusion Detection 
System (IDS), Building Information System, special foundations, connection of 
the Energy Monitoring and Control System (EMCS) and fire/smoke detection and 
suppression systems. Supporting facilities include site development, utilities 
and connections, lighting, paving, parking, walks, curbs and gutters, storm 
drainage, information systems, landscaping, signage and oil water separator. 
Heating and air conditioning will be provided by self-contained systems. 
Measures in accordance with Department of Defense (DoD) Minimum Antiterror ism 
for Buildings standards will be provided. Comprehensive building and 
furnishings related interior design services are required. Access for 
individuals with disabilities will be provided. Facilities will be designed to 
a minimum life of 50 years and energy efficiencies meeting, on average, 
[American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved building envelope and integrated 
building systems performance. Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,512 kWr/430 Tons). 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Humphreys, Korea (Korea Various) 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 


76196 


COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 

Cost 

($000) 

jPRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Organizational Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

929.03 ( 

10,000) 

959.06 

(891) 

POL Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

43.20 ( 

465) 

1,689 

(73) 

Hazardous Waste Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

43.20 ( 

465) 

1,689 

(73) 

Special Foundations 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 

LS 


- 


Total 

(1,750) 

(332) 

3,119 


U. REQ: 53,044 m2 ADQT: 32,916 m2 SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a Battalion Headquarters Complex at Camp Humphreys, Korea. 
(Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This project provides a standard design battalion headquarters 

complex for Soldiers forward deployed at Camp Humphreys in support of 
international agreements and global defense posture within the Pacific 
theater. 


CURRENT SITUATION: Adequate permanent facilities are not available at Camp 

Humphreys. All existing headquarters, operations and maintenance facilities 
are fully utilized. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Soldiers will not have adequate operations and 

maintenance facilities at Camp Humphreys, adversely impacting training and 
equipment readiness . 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations, Housing and Partnerships) certifies that 
jthis project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
[available for use by other components . A parametric cost estimate based upon 
[project engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 
Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle cost-effective practices, will 
be integrated into the design, development, and construction of the project in 
accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 2802(c), and other applicable 
laws and Executive Orders. This project is located on an installation which 
will be retained by Eighth United States Army for the foreseeable future. The 
possibility of Host Nation funding has been addressed but sufficient funds 
from the Host Nation programs are not available to support this requirement. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 , DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Humphreys, Korea (Korea Various) 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

Battalion Headquarters Complex 


76196 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started. OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 30.00 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAM 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Camp Humphreys 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 2, 073 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 659 

(c) Total Design Cost 3, 732 

(d) Contract 2,073 

(e) In-house 1,659 


(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion APR 2015 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


Installation Engineer; 

Phone Number: 011 82-31-690-3023 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
MILITARY CTNSTRUCnCN {Part I) 
{DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 


STATE INS2ALLATICN (OCMMAND) 






jj 

1 


NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST 

PAGE 

Worldwide Various 

Planning and Design (PLN3DES) 






Planning and Design Host Nation 





66744 

Host Nation Support FY 13 


0 

34,000 

293 

66746 

Planning and Design FY13 


0 

65,173 

295 


Subtotal Planning and Design Part I 

$ 

0 

99,173 



Minor Construction (MINOR) 





66748 

Minor Construction FY 13 


0 

25,000 

297 


Subtotal Minor Construction Part I 

$ 

0 

25,000 



* TOTAL MCA FOR Worldwide Various 

$ 

0 

124,173 


** TOTAL WORLDWIDE TOR MCA 

$ 

0 

124,173 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION {Part I) TOTAL 

$ 

1,799,150 

1,923,323 
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l.QCMPONEOT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND IOCATXCM 


Planning and Design Host Nation 
Worldwide Various (Planning and Design) 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Host Nation Support FY 13 


S. PROGRAM ELEMENT 


1 6, CATEGORY CEDE 


8. PROJECT COST ($000) 
Auch 

Pppcap o 4 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


PRIMARY FACILITY 

Planning & Design - Host Nation 


34,000 

(34,000) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (.00 %) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (.00 %) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


34,000 
o 

34,000 

o 

34,000 
34,000 
( 0 ) 


io. D escription of proposed construction This item provides for criteria development, and 
design and construction surveillance for projects funded by foreign nations 
where US Forces are the sole or primary user. 


11. REQ: NA ADQT : NA SUBSTD : NA 

PROJECT : Planning and design funds. 

REQUIREMENT: This funding is required to represent US interests during the 

planning, design, and construction of projects funded by foreign governments, 
when US Forces are sole or primary users. The Host Nation Support funds are 
required to assure that the facilities provided conform to the Services' 
operation and mission needs, and to US life safety criteria. The Army is the 
executive agent for the Department of Defense for Host Nation Construction in 
the Pacific. The programs provide nearly all the new construction in Japan, 
and much of the new construction in Korea. Host Nation Support funds are also 
used to oversee projects in Europe and NATO funds recoupment. The US Army 
Corps of Engineers is responsible for providing the criteria, reviewing 
designs, and monitoring the construction. The three parts of the Host Nation 
Support effort are: Criteria Package Preparation (defines the functional 
requirements and specifies the health, fire, operational, functional, and life 
safety needs) ; Design Surveillance (ensures compliance with criteria packages. 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARMY j 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


06 FEB 2012 


Planning and Design Host Nation, Worldwide Various (Planning and Design) 

4. PROJECT TITLE 5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

Host Nation Support FY 13 66' 


I 

I 


REQUIREMENT ; ( CONTINUED ) 

efficient operation and maintenance, and life safety, fire protection, and 
environmental compliance} ; Construction Surveillance (ensures conformance to 
design documents, reviews submittals, monitors construction phasing for users, 
and protects against latent deficiencies) . 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARMY 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Planning and Design 
Worldwide Various 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Planning and Design FY13 




BCE ^ * ■ 







■ 1 


' ; ■ > J 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Planning & Design 


65, 173 
(65,173; 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (.00 %} 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (.00 %) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


65,173 

0 

65,173 

0 

65,173 
65,173 
( 0 ) 


10 .Description of proposed construction This item provides for: parametric, concept, and 

final design of major and unspecified minor construction projects; value 
engineering; and the development of standards and criteria for Army facilities 
in conjunction with the Navy and Air Force. 


11 . 


NA 


SUBSTD : 


NA 


REQ: NA ADQT : 

PROJECT ; Planning and design funds . 

REQUIREMENT: This funding is required to provide design and engineering 

services for regular Military Construction, Army (MCA) and Unspecified Minor 
[projects, including value engineering, and continued development of design 
criteria and standard designs (conventional functional layouts) . This account 
is dissimilar to any other line item in the Army's MCA budget in that it is 
reflective of an operations expense, versus a defined scope of a single 
construction project. Funds will be used by the US Army Corps of Engineers 
(USAGE) districts for in-house designs, Architect -Engineer (A-E) contracts, 
and administrative support functions. These funds include an estimated 
nineteen million dollars in support of Arlington National Cemetery. These 
funds are required for accomplishment of final correction, review, 
reproduction and advertisement of projects in the FY 2013 program; for 
advancement to final design of projects in FY 2014 and for initiation of 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMY 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Planning and Design, Worldwide Various 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER 1 

Planning and Design FY13 


66746 


REQUIREMENT : ( CONTINUED ) 

design of projects in FY 2015. The funds request for the annual planning and 
design requirement includes value engineering, the costs to update standards 
and criteria, guide specifications, technical manuals, and the cost to 
continue the Department of the Army (DA) Facility Standardization Program. 
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1. COMPONENT 

- army 


PY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Minor Construction 
Worldwide Various 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Minor Construction FY 13 



6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 


962 

66748 

ipprop 25,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Minor Construction Facilities 


25,000 

(25,000’ 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (.00 %) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (.00 %) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


25,000 

0 

25,000 

0 

25,000 
25,000 
(0) 


Description of Proposed construction Unspecified minor construction projects which have 
funded cost of $2,000,000 or less, including construction, alteration, or 
conversion of permanent or temporary facilities as authorized under Title 10 
|USC 2805. The funded cost limit is $3,000,000 if the project is intended 
solely to correct a deficiency that is life threatening, health threatening, 

|or safety threatening. The funded cost limit is $4,000,000 if the project is 
intended solely for the revitalization and recapitalization ("Laboratory 
iRevitalization" ) of laboratories under the jurisdiction of the Army. 

Facilities will be designed to a minimum life of 50 years and energy 
efficiencies meeting, on average, American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, 
and Air-Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) 189.1 standards through improved 
building envelope and integrated building systems performance . 


11. REQ: NA ADQT: NA SUBSTD : NA 

PROJECT : Minor military construction, worldwide. 

REQUIREMENT: This line item is needed to provide for unspecified minor 


projects for which the need cannot reasonably be foreseen. 

CURRENT SITUATION: These unspecified projects address high national 


priorities such as critical mission requirements, environmental protection, 
laboratory revitalization, health, and safety. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

ARMY 


06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Minor Construction, Worldwide Various 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 

j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Minor Construction FY 13 

66748 


IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If not provided, the Army will not be able to 

address unspecified minor construction requirements that arise during the 
year. 
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Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
SUMMARY 

($ in Thousands) 

$534,692 
$670,355 


FY 2013 Budget Request 
FY 2012 Program 


PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

The Army Family Housing (AFH) Budget Request supports the operation, 
maintenance, leasing, privatization oversight and construction for military Family 
housing worldwide. The FY 2013 Budget Request funds the Department’s goal of 
providing fully adequate Family housing units. It also supports the Secretary of 
Defense’s commitment to improve military housing for our Soldiers and their Families. 

MAJOR FACTORS 

During the implementation of privatization in the late 1990's, Army used its 
original baseline of identified inadequate Family housing as a measure to determine 
progress in eliminating inadequate housing. All scheduled installations have now been 
privatized through the Residential Community Initiative (RCI) and the Army met its goal 
to eliminate those houses originally identified as inadequate. 

The Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD) directed the Army to use the Real 
Property Inventory condition assessment ratings as a basis for funding requirements 
beginning with FY 2012. This revised method, including transitional units, resulted in an 
increased number of Family housing units being reported as inadequate. The Army is 
using major repair projects funded out of operational funds to eliminate inadequate 
housing and to improve the quality of life for Soldiers and their Families. 

Army Family Housing Operations: Annual changes to the inventory, inflation, 
and currency adjustments drive program changes in most budget accounts. 
Programmatic adjustments are explained in each section. 


1 



813 


DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
SUMMARY (Continued) 


February 2012 


EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

The Army is requesting no additional funding for investment toward housing 
privatization. However, the Army must continue to maintain oversight of the program 
and projects through a rigorous portfolio and asset management (PAM) process. This 
process tracks compliance with the Community Development Management Plan 
(CDMP) schedules for renovation and construction, and also monitors the financial 
health and stability of the projects. 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 

Authorization is requested for the performance of certain operation, maintenance, 
leasing, privatization oversight and planning and design of future construction projects 
for Army Family Housing in the amount of $534,692,000 for: 

Appropriation of $534,692,000 is requested to fund: 

a. Family Housing Construction Planning and Design and 

b. Family Housing Operations already authorized in existing legislation. 

REQUEST 

A summary of the Fiscal Year 201 3 AFH funding program follows: 


($ in Thousands! (S in Thousands) 


CONSTRUCTION REQUEST 


$4,641 

Planning and Design 

4,641 


OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE REQUEST 
Operations 

Maintenance of Real Property 

Utilities 

102,862 

109,534 

88.112 

$530,051 

Subtotal Government Owned 

300,508 


Leasing 

Privatization 

203,533 

26,010 


TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING APPROPRIATION REQUEST 

$534,692 

REIMBURSABLE PROGRAM 


$15,000 

TOTAL FAMILY HOUSING PROGRAM 


$549,692 


2 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
FISCAL YEAR 2013 
ARMY FAMILY HOUSQK5 
POST ACQUISITION {Part I IB) 
(DOLLARS ARE IN THOUSANDS) 
WORLDWIDE 


STATE 


INSTALLATION {COMMAND) 


PROJECT - AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION 


NUMBER PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST 

Worldwide Various Planning and Design (PLM3DES) 

66728 Family Housing P&D 


4,641 

4,641 

SUBTOTAL Planning and Design Part IIB 

$ 

4,641 

4,641 

* TOTAL AFH FOR Worldwide Various 

$ 

4,641 

4,641 

** TOTAL WORLDWIDE FOR AFH 

$ 

4,641 

4,641 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (Part IIB) TOTAL 

$ 

4,641 

4,641 


PAGE NO. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
PERFORMANCE METRICS 

Exhibits FH-8 and FH-1 1 , which follow, outline the condition of the Army Family 
housing identified below. 


Adequate Family Housing Inventory* 


FY 201 1 , Beginning of Year: 

Government Owned Inventory: 10,805 units 
Total Adequate (Q1, Q2): 8,524 units 
Total Inadequate (Q3, Q4): 2,281 units 
Percent Adequate: 79% 


FY 2012, Beginning of Year: 

Government Owned Inventory: 10,962 units 
Total Adequate (Q1, Q2): 9,276 units 
Total Inadequate (Q3, Q4): 1,686 units 
Percent Adequate: 85% 


FY 2013, Beginning of Year: 

Government Owned Inventory: 1 1 ,052 units 
Total Adequate (Q1, Q2): 9,888 units 
Total Inadequate (Q3, Q4): 1,164 units 
Percent Adequate: 89% 


’Performance measures shown here, and in Exhibits FH-8 and FH-1 1 , exclude 
privatized units and Government-owned units at non-enduring sites (i.e,, transitional 
units) that are included in Exhibit FH-2. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION LANGUAGE 
AUTHORIZATION LANGUAGE 
SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING 

PLANNING AND DESIGN. - Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in section 21 04(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Army may 
carry out architectural and engineering services and construction design activities with 
respect to the construction or improvement of Family housing units in an amount not to 
exceed [$7,897,000] $4,641 ,000. 


SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, ARMY. 

(a) IN GENERAL. 

(5) For military Family housing functions: 

(A) For construction and acquisition, planning and design, and improvements 
of military Family housing and facilities, [$186,897,000] $4,641,000. 

(B) For support of military Family housing (including the functions described 
in Section 2833 of Title 10, United States Code), and notwithstanding other 
provisions of law, for support of military Family housing authorized in Subchapter II 
of Title 10, United States Code [$494,858,000] $530,051,000. 

APPROPRIATION LANGUAGE 


Family Housing Construction, Army 

For expenses of Family housing construction to carry out architectural and 
engineering services and construction design activities in respect to future construction 
or improvements of Family housing units as authorized by law, [$176,897,000] 
$4,641,000 to remain available until September 30, 2017. 

Family Housing Operation and Maintenance, Army 

For expenses of Family housing for the Army for operation and maintenance, 
including debt payment, leasing, privatization oversight, minor construction, and 
principal and interest charges, as authorized by law, [$493,458,000] $530,051,000. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

AUTHORIZATION AND APPROPRIATION LANGUAGE (Continued) 
Items of Interest - MILCON Appropriations Committees 


According to Title 10 USC Section 2831, and public Law 112-74, Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2012, Division H, Military Construction and Veterans Affairs and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2012, the Army provides the following reports: 

General and Flag Officer Quarters. Maintenance and Repair over $35K (See Tab. 

GFOQ M&R over $35Kt: 

General and Flag Officer Quarters. Anticipated Operations and Maintenance 
Expenditures Exceeding $35K per Unit fSee Tab. GFOQ O&M costsb 

General and Flag Officer Quarters, 6000 Net Square Feet fNSFI Units (See Tab. GFOQ 
O&M costs: 


General and Flag Officer Quarters. Annual Cost Report (Submitted separately^: 


According to section 2805 of the FY 2009 National Defense Authorization Act 
(NDAA), 10 USC 2884 requires annual reporting of privatized GFOQ units and the total 
operation, maintenance, and repair costs incurred that exceed $50,000 per housing 
unit. The Army provides the following report: 

Privatized GFOQ Private Sector Operation and Maintenance Expenditure Report (See 
Tab. GFOQ O&M costs). 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
PLANNING AND DESIGN 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $4,641 

FY 2012 Program $7,897 


PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

This program provides funding for preparing working drawings, specifications, 
cost estimates, project planning reports, final design drawings and reviews of 
construction proposals. Also included are architectural and engineering services 
supporting new or post acquisition construction projects and costs incurred in 
developing requests for project proposals. These funds are used to plan and design 
future Family housing new and post-acquisition construction, as well as energy 
conservation projects. 

Authorization and Appropriation Request 

Authorization requested for $4,641 ,000 and appropriation requested for 
$4,641,000 in FY 2013 to fund Family housing construction planning and design 
activities. 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 

These funds are required for accomplishment of advancement to final design of projects 
in FY 2014 and for initiation of design of projects in FY 2015. This funding also provides 
for studies and updating construction standards and criteria. 


15 




DESCRIPTION OF WORK TO BE ACCOMPLISHED 
Country/State Installation and Project 

Post 

Acquisition 

Construction 


Worldwide Various 
Planning and Design 

(Project Number 66728) 4,641 

Installation Total 

OVERSEAS TOTALS 4,641 

Total USA and Overseas 4,641 


CWE 

($ 000 ) 

ECIP Total 

4,641 

4,641 

4,641 
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SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (.00 %) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (.00 %) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


io. Description of proposed construction Provides for parametric, concept and final design 

of Family housing new and post-acquisition projects; associated surveys; value 
engineering; and development of standards and criteria for Army Family housing 
facilities and properties. 

PROJECT : Planning and design funding for Family housing. 

REQUIREMENT : This funding is required to provide for Architect-Engineer 

(A-E) services for site surveys and preparation of designs and specifications 
for the Army Family housing construction program, including value engineering, 
and continued development of design criteria, standards, specifications and 
technical manuals . Funds will be used by the US Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) for in-house designs, A-E contracts, and administrative support 
functions. These funds are required advancement to final design of projects in 
FY 2014 and for initiation of design of projects in FY 2015. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If these funds are not provided, development of 

Family housing new and post -acquisition Family housing projects will not be 
accomplished, preventing execution of the FY 2014 and 2015 construciton 
programs . 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE, AND UTILITIES 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 201 3 Budget Request $300,508 

FY 2012 Program $263,291 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

1 . Operation Accounts. The Operation accounts portion of the program provides 
for expenses in the following sub-accounts and includes both direct and indirect support 
for operations, maintenance, and utilities for government-owned, government-operated 
Family housing units, as applicable: 

a. Management - Provides funding for Family housing management, 
installation administrative support and for services provided by Housing Services 
Offices (HSO) to provide information to place Families in local community housing. It 
also includes housing requirement surveys, condition assessments of existing housing, 
and development of Family housing construction and repair projects. The Management 
account provides for the operation of the enterprise Military Housing (eMH) system that 
supports effective housing management and for personnel costs for those Army 
employees staffing the HSO at all locations, including privatized housing locations. 

b. Services - Provides basic installation service support functions such as 
refuse collection and disposal, insect and pest control, snow removal and street 
cleaning, and the Family housing proportional share of fire and police protection. 

c. Furnishings - Provides for procurement, management, control, moving 
and handling of furnishings and household equipment, maintenance, repair, and 
replacement of existing furnishings and equipment inventory at all locations, including 
privatized housing locations. 

d. Miscellaneous - Provides payments to non-Department of Defense federal 
agencies for Family housing units occupied by Army personnel. 

2. Maintenance Account. The Maintenance account provides funding for the 
following activities required to maintain Family housing real property assets: 

a. Recurring Maintenance & Repair (M&Rt - Includes service calls, interior 
and exterior painting, between occupancy maintenance, and minor M&R work. 

b. Major Maintenance and Repair - Major M&R work continues our 
revitalization program to extend the useful life of the quarters, reduce future 
maintenance and utility costs, and increase occupancy. This account also 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE, AND UTILITIES (Continued) 

provides for repairs and improvements to extend the useful life of foreign units retained 
in service longer than initially programmed. 

c. Exterior Utilities - Includes costs for M&R of sewer and water lines, 
primary and secondary electric lines, and other exterior utilities used exclusively by 
Family housing. 

d. M&R, Other Real Property - Includes work on grounds, surfaced areas, 
playgrounds, and other real property serving the Family housing community. 

e. Alterations & Additions - Includes low-cost incidental (minor) 
improvements not to exceed $3,000 per dwelling unit. This work is normally performed 
concurrently with maintenance and repair projects and includes modifications to 
quarters to meet the needs of exceptional Family members. 

3. Utilities Account. The Utilities account includes the costs of heat, air 
conditioning, electricity, water, and sewage for Family housing units. 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 

Authorization and appropriation are requested for [$264,691,000] $300,508,000 
for FY 2013. This amount, together with estimated reimbursements of [$18,000,000] 
$15,000,000, will fund the Operation, Utilities, and Maintenance program at 
[$263,291,000] $315,508,000. A summary follows: 

($ in Thousands) 

Total Reimburse- Total 

Operation Maintenance Utilities Direct ment Program 

102,862 109,534 88,112 300,508 15,000 315,508 


EXHIBIT FH-2 SUMMARY 

Operational requirements are a function of the annual cost-per-unit of supported 
installations. In general, it is less expensive to operate Family housing at installations in 
the U.S., as compared to those in foreign countries. In FY 2013, the foreign inventory 
will represent 94.5 percent of the average Army-owned inventory. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTM ENT 0 F ARM Y 
Fiscal Year (FY) 201 3 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $102,862 

FY 2012 Program $85,386 

Budget Methodology 

The Operation account includes four sub-accounts: management, services, 
furnishings and miscellaneous. All Operation sub-accounts are considered “must pay 
accounts” in order to manage and operate Family housing. 

The Management sub-account is estimated based on historic expenditures that 
have been adjusted for non-pay inflation factors and for changes to foreign currency 
exchange rates. 

The Services sub-account provides police and fire protection, trash pickup and 
other municipal functions and is estimated based on historic, per-unit expenditures that 
have been adjusted for non-pay inflation factors and for changes to foreign currency 
exchange rates. 

The Furnishings sub-account is estimated based on the expected increase to the 
Yongson Relocation Plan (YRP), historic adjustments, non-pay and non-fuel inflation 
factors, and for changes to foreign currency exchange rates. This net estimate is then 
adjusted by process efficiencies. 

The Miscellaneous sub-account is based on anticipated interagency 
reimbursement (Department of Defense to Department of Homeland Security) for 
housing provided to Army personnel by the U.S. Coast Guard that have been adjusted 
for non-pay inflation factors and a fee change. 


Summary of Primary Adjustments in FY 2013 Budget 

The FY 2013 requirement supports Army-owned Family housing inventory. 
There are modest increases in the worldwide inventory. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
MANAGEMENT SUB-ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $56,970 

FY 2012 Program $54,728 

The Management sub-account provides funding for the continued requirement of 
salaries, referral services, housing requirements analysis, and project planning. Pricing 
adjustments in the Exhibit OP-5 are based on non-pay inflation factors. Also, there is a 
programmatic adjustment to increase the work at housing services offices to better help 
military Families find private sector housing near Army installations, worldwide. 

All Army installations continue to require a housing staff to provide housing 
services related to the community (e.g., referrals to private sector housing, deposit 
waiver, and community liaison). This workforce supports military personnel with their 
housing requirements, regardless of whether they are seeking on-post, privatized or 
community housing. Even installations that have privatized their on-post Family housing 
continue to require this post-privatization housing staff to provide these other housing 
services unrelated to privatization. 


EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

There are no effects due to privatization. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATIONS 

MANAGEMENT SUB-ACCOUNT 

RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBIT OP-5 


$ In Thousands 


1. FY2012 President Budget Request 54,728 

2. FY 2012 Appropriated Amount 54,728 

3. Price Adjustments: Non-Pay/ Non-Fuel Inflation 611 

4. Program Adjustments: Increase work at Housing Services Offices (HSO) 1 ,631 

5. FY2013 President's Budget Request 56,970 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
SERVICES SUB-ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $13,487 

FY 2012 Program $15,797 

The FY 2013 request is based on the level of support for refuse collection, street 
cleaning, snow removal, police and fire protection, entomology, pest control, and 
custodial services. Pricing adjustments in the Exhibit OP-5 are based on non-pay 
inflation factors. The request is decreased due to efficiencies anticipated at both U.S. 
and foreign areas. 


EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

There are no effects due to privatization. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
SERVICES SUB-ACCOUNT 
RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBIT OP-5 


$ In Thousands 

1. FY 2012 President Budget Request 15,797 

2. FY 2012 Appropriated Amount 15,797 

3. Price Adjustments: Non-Pay/ Non-Fuel Inflation 306 

4. Program Adjustments: Decrease due to anticipated efficiencies -2,616 

5. FY 2013 President's Budget Request 13,487 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
FURNISHINGS SUB-ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $31,785 

FY 2012 Program $14,256 

The Furnishings sub-account is used for procuring, controlling, managing, 
moving and handling, maintaining, and repairing household equipment (i.e. 
refrigerators, ranges, and where authorized, washers and dryers). In overseas and 
foreign locations, added furniture items (e.g., beds, tables, and dressers) are 
authorized. 

Pricing adjustments in the Exhibit OP-5 for this account are based on non-pay 
inflation factors and currency adjustments. There is a programmatic adjustment to 
replace furnishings in Italy and to account for restoring a much-needed furnishings 
purchase in Korea to support Yongsan relocation, where the existing furnishings are not 
in adequate condition to transport and reuse. 


EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

Furnishings for privatized GFOQs are supported as required. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
FURNISHINGS SUB-ACCOUNT 
RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBIT OP-5 


$ In Thousands 

1. FY 2012 President Budget Request 14,256 

2. FY2012 Appropriated Amount 14,256 

3. Price Adjustments: 5,358 

a. Non-Pay inflation/ Non-Fuel Inflation 917 

b . Currency Fluctuation Adjustments 4,44 1 

4. Program Adjustments: 12,171 

a. Increase for required purchase of new furnishings in Korea 9,700 

b. Increase for replacement furnishings in Italy 2,471 

5. FY2013 President’s Budget Request 31,785 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year <FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
MISCELLANEOUS SUB-ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $620 

FY 2012 Program $605 

The Miscellaneous sub-account includes funds for payment to non-Department 
of Defense agencies for housing provided to Army Soldiers and their Families. The FY 
2013 request will fund payments for housing provided by the U.S. Coast Guard for Army 
Families in California, Massachusetts, and Puerto Rico. The increase is only slightly 
more than inflation, and will properly compensate U.S. Coast Guard per agreement. 

EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

There are no effects due to privatization. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
OPERATION ACCOUNT 
MISCELLANEOUS SUB-ACCOUNT 
RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBrrOP-5 


$ In Thousands 


1 . FY 201 2 President Budget Request 605 

2. FY2012 Appropriated Amount 605 

3. Price Adjustments: 15 

a. Non-Pay Inflation 1 0 

b. Fee increase 5 

4. Program Adjustments: None 0 

5. FY 201 3 President's Budget Request 620 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $109,534 

FY 2012 Program $104,268 

Maintenance and Repair (M&R) requirements are computed using the DoD 
Facilities Sustainment Model (FSM). Factors are established based on costs per 
square foot for dwelling units at the installation level and then adjusted to budget year 
estimates by applying non-pay inflation, and currency fluctuation factors. The result is 
annual sustainment costs. 

The Army maintains an inventory valued at approximately $5.2 billion as 
measured by replacement costs. Ensuring that these facilities can be consistently 
occupied requires sound property management and timely recurring maintenance for 
preservation and protection of this major investment. 

The program increase is due to inflation and increase in projects in lieu of a 
construction program in FY2013. 

EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

There are no effects due to privatization. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBIT OP-5 


$ In Thousands 


1. FY2012 President Budget Request 105,668 

2. FY2012 Appropriated Amount 104,268 

3. Price Adjustments: 4,354 

a. Non-Pay Inflation/ Non-Fuel Inflation 2,444 

b. Currency Fluctuation Adjustment 1 ,91 0 

4. Program Adjustments: Increase to M&R projects 912 

5. FY 201 3 President's Budget Request 109,534 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

ESTIMATED MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

The project list in this section is provided for authorization in accordance with the 
reporting requirement stated in Title 10 USC Sections 2831 and 2884 and Public Law 
112-74, Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2012, Division H, Military Construction and 
Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2012. Information is 
provided regarding the anticipated costs for those GFOQ where maintenance and repair 
obligations in FY 2013 are expected to exceed $35,000 per dwelling unit. 

The Army’s GFOQ maintenance and repair program includes government-owned 
and leased homes worldwide. The Army programs major maintenance and repair 
projects for government-owned homes that will be retained long-term. The Army 
continues to seek alternatives to replace large and expensive GFOQ. The Army’s 
GFOQ program for FY 2013 includes 42 GFOQ where the total maintenance and repair 
cost per dwelling unit exceeds $35,000, at a total maintenance and repair cost of 
$3,796,900. This total does not include maintenance and repair costs for GFOQ which 
are under $35,000 per unit. Maintenance and repair includes recurring work such as 
service calls, preventive maintenance and between occupancy maintenance, as well as 
major repairs. 

The total maintenance and repair cost of $4,361 ,700 includes major repair 
projects to 18 GFOQ at a total cost of $1,647,800. The FY 2013 program supports the 
Army’s ongoing goal to buy-out major repairs at legacy GFOQ worldwide. For FY 2013, 
most of the programmed repairs are at Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall, Virginia and 
Fort McNair, Washington, DC. Major repairs of historic GFOQ at Forts Myer and 
McNair continue in FY 2013 and beyond due to the need to balance project execution 
while simultaneously meeting ongoing housing requirements. 

In historic quarters major work is coordinated with the appropriate State Historic 
Preservation Office. The Army has stewardship for historic dwelling units and a legal 
responsibility under the provisions of the National Historic Preservation Act, Public Law 
89-665, as amended, to preserve and maintain these units. Many of the Army’s 
remaining GFOQ were built prior to any Congressional size limitations and are generally 
larger and more expensive to maintain than more contemporary structures. Deferring 
required repairs will accelerate the rate of deterioration, increase the final cost of repairs 
and preclude compliance with Congressionally-directed preservation responsibilities. 

The Army’s project review and approval process eliminates unnecessary 
maintenance and repair. The following requested repairs are necessary to ensure that 
the quarters are maintained in a safe, sanitary and livable condition. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 


INSTALLATION 

NET SQUARE HIS- 

YEAR 

MAINT & 

NEW 

QTRS NO. 

FOOTAGE TORIC 

BUILT 

REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Fort McNair 

Quarters 3 

(PN 77929) 

209 Second Avenue 3,184 Yes 

1903 

$182,000 - 



Operations/Utilities/Security - $69,900; Total O&M - $251,900 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 
$15,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000; major repair project for electrical 
upgrades/refurbish bathrooms - $120,000. 

Quarters 4 

21 3 Second Avenue 3,169 Yes 1903 $62,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $69,900; Total O&M - $131,900 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 
$15,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000. 


Quarters 6 

221 Second Avenue 2,834 Yes 1903 $62,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $69,900; Total O&M - $131,900 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $25,000; interior painting - $15,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 7 

225 Second Avenue 4,436 Yes 1903 $57,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $71,300; Total O&M - $128,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance 
including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; 
grounds maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 8 

229 Second Avenue 4,057 Yes 1903 $47,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $67,300; Total O&M - $1 14,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; grounds maintenance - 
$ 12 , 000 . 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAI NT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

Fort McNair (continued) 

Quarters 10 

(PN 77936) 

237 Second Avenue 3,169 Yes 1903 $251,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $70,300; Total O&M - $321,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 
$10,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000; major repair project to refurbish kitchen and 
baths and upgrade electrical - $194,000. 

Quarters 1 1 

241 Second Avenue 3,169 Yes 1903 $57,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $69,300; Total O&M - $126,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 
$10,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 12 

245 Second Avenue 3,169 Yes 1903 $57,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $70,300; Total O&M - $127,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 
$10,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 13 

(PN 77939) 

249 Second Avenue 3,169 Yes 1903 $263,000 

Operations/Utiiities/Security - $70,300; Total O&M - $333,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance 
including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - $25,000; 
grounds maintenance - $12,000; major repair project to upgrade electrical, plumbing 
and cabinetry - $191,000. 

Quarters 15 

257 Second Avenue 3,169 Yes 1903 $57,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $70,300; Total O&M - $127,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 
$10,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAINT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

FLORIDA 

Miami 

3501 Granada Boulevard 4,857 Yes 1947 $38,900 70,000 - 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $55,000; Total O&M - $163,900 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $6,500; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $19,500; interior painting - $2,300; exterior paint - $1,200; self-help - $1,100; 
grounds maintenance - $8,300 

ILLINOIS 

Rock Island Arsenal 
Quarters 2 

3112 Terrace Drive 3,780 Yes 1873 $35,500 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $15,000; Total O&M - $50,500 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $8,300; routine maintenance and 
repair - $3,000; self-help - $700; grounds maintenance - $4,000; incidental 
improvements - $500; repair project to remove lead paint from wood doors - $19,000. 

Quarters 4 

3294 Terrace Drive 4,455 Yes 1872 $35,500 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $22,700; Total O&M - $58,200 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $9,000; routine maintenance and 
repair - $2,600; exterior painting - $19,000; self-help - $700; grounds maintenance - 
$4,000; incidental improvements - $200. 

Quarters 6 

3472 Terrace Drive 5,865 Yes 1905 $35,500 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $25,600; Total O&M - $61,100 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $8,500; routine maintenance and 
repair - $3,100; exterior painting - $18,000; self-help - $400; grounds maintenance - 
$4,000; incidental improvements - $1,500. 

VIRGINIA 

Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall 
Quarters 1{PN 77942) 

206 Washington 8,460 Yes 1899 $119,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $90,800; Total O&M - $209,800 

Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 

repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $25,000; interior painting - 

$20,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000; major project to upgrade electrical system - 

$52,000. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAINT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall (continued) 

Quarters 2 

202 Washington 3,618 Yes 1899 $42,000 

Operations/Utiiities/Security - $64,300; Total O&M - $106,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $10,000; exterior paint - $10,000; 
grounds maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 5 

(PN 77946) 

114 Grant Ave 3,405 Yes 1903 $114,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $64,300; Total O&M - $178,300 

Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 

repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $10,000; grounds maintenance - 

$12,000; major project to repair exterior walls and porches/upgrade electrical system - 

$82,000. 

Quarters 6 

110 Grant Ave 7,365 Yes 1908 $72,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $111,300; Total O&M - $183,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $25,000; interior painting - $25,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 7 

(PN 77950) 

106 Grant Ave 4,707 Yes 1909 $162,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $80,300; Total O&M - $242,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $15,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior walls and porches/upgrade 
electrical system - $100,000. 

Quarters 8 

102 Grant Ave 4,255 Yes 1903 $38,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $69,300; Total O&M - $107,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $10,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000; incidental improvements - $6,000. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAINT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall (continued) 

Quarters 11 A 

(PN 77952) 

321 -A Jackson Ave 2,742 Yes 1892 $144,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $63,300; Total O&M - $207,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major repair project to repair exterior walls and 
porches/Upgrade electrical systems - $87,000. 

Quarters 11B 

(PN 77953) 

321 -B Jackson Ave 2,951 Yes 1892 $144,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $63,300; Total O&M - $207,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior walls and porches/Upgrade 
electrical systems - $87,000. 

Quarters 12A 

(PN 77954) 

317-A Jackson Ave 2,701 Yes 1892 $119,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $59,300; Total O&M - $178,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $10,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior walls 
and porches/upgrade electrical system - $87,000. 

Quarters 12B 

(PN 77955) 

317-B Jackson Ave 2,774 Yes 1892 $144,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $63,300; Total O&M - $207,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $10,000; interior painting - $15,000; exterior painting - $10,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior walls and porches/upgrade 
electrical systems - $87,000. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAINT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall (continued) 

Quarters 15A 

305-A Jackson Ave 2,535 Yes 1908 $57,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $64,300; Total O&M - $121,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 15B 

305-B Jackson Ave 2,324 Yes 1908 $62,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $64,300; Total O&M - $126,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $15,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000. 

Quarters 19A 

(PN 77964) 

213-A Lee Ave 2,108 Yes 1932 $119,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $61,300; Total O&M - $180,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior walls and porches - $62,000. 

Quarters 19B 

(PN 77965) 

213-B Lee Ave 1,796 Yes 1932 $119,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $60,300; Total O&M - $179,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior walls and porches - $62,000. 

Quarters 23A 

(PN 77966) 

228-A Lee Ave 2,778 Yes 1896 $151,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $65,300; Total O&M - $216,300 

Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 

repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $10,000; grounds 

maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior and upgrade electrical system - 

$94,000. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAINT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

Joint Base Myer-Henderson Hall (continued) 

Quarters 24B 

(PN 77967) 

224-B Lee Ave 2,682 Yes 1896 $156,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $64,300; Total O&M - $220,300 

Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 

repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $15,000; grounds 

maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior and upgrade electrical systems - 

$94,000. 


Quarters 25B 

(PN 77969) 

220-C Lee Ave 2,594 Yes 1896 $153,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $64,300; Total O&M - $217,300 

Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 

repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $12,000; grounds 

maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior and upgrade electrical systems - 

$94,000. 

Quarters 26A 

(PN 77970) 

216-A Lee Ave 2,999 Yes 1896 $103,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $65,300; Total O&M - $168,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $25,000; interior painting - $1 1 ,000; grounds 
maintenance - $12,000; major project to repair exterior - $45,000. 

Quarters 27B 

(PN 77972) 

212-B Lee Ave 2,718 Yes 1903 $122,000 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $67,300; Total O&M - $189,300 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $10,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs - $10,000; painting interior - $11,000; grounds maintenance - $12,000; major 
project to repair exterior and upgrade electrical systems - $79,000. 


48 



853 


February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Flousing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 


INSTALLATION NET SQUARE 

HIS- 

YEAR 

MAINT & 

NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE 

TORIC 

BUILT 

REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

BELGIUM 

(0.7241 EURO / 1 $ budget rate) 
NSSG/Chievres 

1 Chateau Gendebien 

Quarters 1 10,010 

No 

1892 

$73,200 



Operations/Utilities/Security - $11 1 ,800; Total O&M - $185,000 

Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $24,300; routine maintenance and 

repairs - $32,100; interior paint -$11,100; self-help - $5,700. 

32 RESIDENCE LEMMITZER 

Quarters 2 3,983 No 1967 $39,000 $40,200 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $56,000; Total O&M - $135,200 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $5,200; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $21 ,700; interior paint - $1 1 ,500; seif help - 
$600. 

20 VAL DE LA CAMBRE 

Quarters 5 3,767 No 1910 $39,400 $96,600 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $37,900; Total O&M - $173,900 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $6,300; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $12,200; interior paint - $13,900; self help - 
$600; grounds maintenance - $3,200; incidental improvement - $3,200. 

27 KEIZERLAAN 

Quarters 8 4,133 No 1950 $48,700 $152,400 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $40,600; Total O&M - $241,700 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $7,800; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $19,200; interior paint - $10,400; self help - 
$600; grounds maintenance - $10,700. 

49 AVENUE DU JEU DE PAUME 

Quarters 12 3,766 No 1956 $46,300 $116,400 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $43,900; Total O&M - $206,600 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $4,800; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $17,400; interior paint - $16,000; grounds 
maintenance - $8,100. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER QUARTERS (GFOQ) 

EXCEEDING $35,000 PER DWELLING UNIT 

STATE 

INSTALLATION NET SQUARE HIS- YEAR MAINT & NEW 

QTRS NO. FOOTAGE TORIC BUILT REPAIRS LEASE WORK 

NSSG/Chievres (continued) 

IB AVENUE DES BECASSES 

Quarters 20 4,090 No 1965 $37,900 $100,800 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $34,200; Total O&M - $172,900 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $5,100; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy - $16,500; interior paint - $13,500; self help - 
$700; grounds maintenance - $2,100. 

GERMANY 

(0.7241 EURO / 1 $ budget rate) 

Stuttgart 

3415 Vesta Strasse 

2,153 No 1957 $48,900 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $19,700; Total O&M - $68,600 
Maintenance and repairs including sen/ice calls - $6,300; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $13,600; interior paint - $2,900; 
self-help - $700; grounds maintenance - $5,200; Project to excavate and repair the 
foundation - $20,200. 

3419 Vesta Strasse 

2,153 No 1957 $43,400 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $13,600; Total O&M - $57,000 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $6,300; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $32,700; interior paint - $2,900; 
self-help - $600; grounds maintenance - $900. 

KOREA 

(7095.1635 WON/ 1 $ budget rate) 

Yongsan 

4401 South Post 

(PN 79814) 

3,825 No 1952 $39,800 

Operations/Utilities/Security - $22,600; Total O&M - $62,400 
Maintenance and repairs including service calls - $4,000; routine maintenance and 
repairs including change of occupancy maintenance - $4,000; self-help - $400; grounds 
maintenance - $600; major repair project to replace hardwood floors - $30,800. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
UTILITIES ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 20 1 3 Budget Request $88,112 

FY 201 2 Program $73,637 

This program provides for utility services for Army Family Housing that include electricity, 
natural gas, propane, steam/hot water, fuel oil, coal, water and sewage. 

Utility requirements are estimated based on historic, per unit expenditures that have 
been adjusted for non-pay inflation factors, and for foreign currency adjustments. 

The annual energy consumption reduction goal of three percent is reflected in the 
program. As in prior years, construction and major maintenance and repair projects will 
contribute to meeting energy reduction goals. 

EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

A significant programmatic adjustment is requested to make incremental payments to 
buy out Energy Savings Performance Contracts (ESPC) at Army installations where the Family 
housing has been privatized, and the holdover of the ESPC is delaying the privatization 
construction effort. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

UTILITIES 

RECONC L1ATDN OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBfTOP-5 


$ In Thousands 


1 . FY 2012 President Budget Request 73,637 

2. FY2012 Appropriated Amount 73,637 

3. Price Adjustments: 3,678 

a. Non-Pay Inflation/ Non-Fuel Inflation 1 ,833 

b. Currency Fluctuation Adjustment 1 ,845 

4. Program Adjustments: Payments for Energy Savings 10,797 

Performance Contracts (ESPC) at privatized sites 

5. FY 201 3 President's Budget Request 88,112 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

UTILITIES 
Exhibit FH-10 


Family Housing summary of Unit Detail 

FY2011 

FY2012 

FY2013* 

Total Cost of Utilities ($000) 

$85,422 

$73,637 

$88,112 

Utility Quantities: 

Electricity (KwH) 

227,438,163 

213,339,931 

209,197,408 

Heating: 

Gas (BBL) 

3,579,887 

3,428,174 

3,361,607 

Fuel Oil (BBLS) 

43,446 

40,753 

39,962 

Purchased Steam (MBTU) 

1,689,168 

1,601,023 

1,569,935 

Propane (BBLS) 

6,070 

5,515 

5,408 

Water (Kgal) 

2,411,536 

2,238,410 

2,306,010 

Sewage (Kgal) 

2,002,841 

1,878,691 

1,935,428 


* For FY 2013, total cost includes payments made for Energy Savings Performance Contracts 
that are unrelated to use of any commodity. 


57 



862 


February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
LEASING ACCOUNT 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request 
FY 2012 Program 

PURPOSE AND SCOPE 

The purpose of the leasing program is to provide Family housing at both domestic and 
foreign locations when additional housing is needed to satisfy a temporary housing shortfall and 
the private sector cannot provide adequate support. The leasing program, authorized by 10 
U.S.C. 2828, 10 U.S.C. 2834, and 10 U.S.C. 2835, provides for the payment of rent, operating, 
and maintenance costs of privately-owned quarters that are assigned to military Families as 
government quarters. The program also includes funding for services, such as utilities, refuse 
collection, and maintenance, when these services are not priced as part of the lease contract. 

The Army continues to rely on the private sector to meet the majority of housing needs. 
The Army leases Family housing where affordable and adequate rentals are not readily 
available. 

Leasing requirements are projected by Army installations, and Army validates those 
requests against historic execution rates and known programmatic changes. The amounts are 
further adjusted by changes in foreign currency exchange rates. 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 

Authorization and appropriation are requested for $203,533,000 to fund leases and 
related expenses in FY 2013. A summary of the leasing program for the most recent three 
program years follows: 


$203,533 

$204,426 



FY 201 1 (Current Est) 

FY 2012 (Request) 

FY 2013 (Request) 


Leases 

Cost 

Leases 

Cost 

Leases 

Cost 

Lease Type 

Supported 

$000 

Supported 

$000 

Supported 

$000 

Domestic 

1,509 

35,898 

1,612 

34,151 

1,478 

32,798 

Section 2835 

630 

9,058 

330 

6,517 

250 

4,910 

Foreign less GRHP 

5,876 

154,676 

5,912 

163,575 

5,751 

165,635 

GRHP 

15 

326 

11 

183 

11 

190 

Total 

8,030 

199,958 

7,865 

204,426 

7,490 

203,533 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Flousing 
LEASING ACCOUNT (Continued) 


JUSTIFICATION : 

Domestic Leasing : The domestic leasing program provides temporary housing for Army 
Families pending availability of permanent housing. Domestic leases include independent duty 
leases which support the U.S. Army Recruiting Command, Cadet Command, and the Active 
and Reserve Components. 

Section 2835 (also known as Section 801 housing): In FY 2013, funding is requested to 
continue payment of lease costs and operation and maintenance expenses for the 250 leased 
homes at Fort Bragg. 

Foreign Leasing : The FY 201 3 foreign leasing program consists of 5,759 leased units. 
This represents a small decrease in leased units in Europe due to re-stationing. The number of 
housing units leased in Korea is expected to continue to be steady, as the consolidation of 
forces in Korea under the Yongsan Relocation Program (YRP) continues during FY 2013. The 
Army also requests funds to reimburse payment for leases provided by the Department of State 
(DoS) under 10 U.S.C. 2834. 

PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS 

The expiration of Section 2835 leases and reduced requirements in Europe due to re- 
stationing are complemented by a modest pullback on all domestic lease commitments. This is 
offset by increases in foreign lease costs and foreign currency adjustments. 

EFFECT OF PRIVATIZATION 

The housing privatization program has no direct effect on the leasing account because 
current plans do not include leases in any privatization project. However, it is expected that, all 
things being equal, the increase in housing stocks resulting from privatization project 
completions will lessen the need for domestic leased Army Family housing. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

LEASING 

RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBrTOP-5 


1 . FY 201 2 President Budget Request 

2. FY 2012 Appropriated Amount 

3. Price Adjustments: Currency Flunctuation 

4. Program Adjustments: 

a. Decrease of Domestic Leasing 

b. Decrease in Section 2835 Leases 
c Increase to Foreign Leasing Cost 

d. Government Housing Referral Program 

5. FY 2013 President's Budget Request 


$ In Thousands 

204,426 

204,426 

945 


-1,838 

-1,353 

-1,607 

1,115 

7 


203,533 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

MILITARY HOUSING PRIVATIZATION INITIATIVE (MHPI) 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request $26,010 

FY 2012 Program $25,741 


MHPI Background 

The Department of Army continues to employ the tools authorized by the Military 
Housing Privatization Initiatives (MHPI) Act to implement an aggressive Family housing 
privatization program. The goal of this program is to improve the well being of Army 
Families by providing quality, affordable Family housing in the United States (U.S.) at 
locations where adequate local housing is not available. The Residential Communities 
Initiative (RCI) program is a key component of the Army's strategy to ensure long term 
sustainment of quality residential communities for Soldiers and their Families. 

The Army selected highly qualified private sector business partners to construct, 
renovate, repair, maintain, and operate Family housing units, grounds, and other 
community facilities in the Family housing area. The Army and the developers negotiated 
a comprehensive Community Development and Management Plan (CDMP). The CDMP 
includes the development scope and schedule, management and operations plan, and 
financing plan. Following Congressional approval of the CDMP, the Army and the 
developers executed final business agreements defining the partnerships. The 
agreements include a ground lease of the Family housing footprint, conveyance of housing 
units and other facilities to the developers, and operating agreements describing the 
partners’ responsibilities. Typically, the partnership agreement is for a 50-year period with 
a 25-year option. The Army maintains oversight of the project through a rigorous portfolio 
and asset management process. This process tracks compliance with the CDMP 
schedule for renovation and construction, and also monitors the financial health and 
stability of the project. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

MILITARY HOUSING PRIVATIZATION INITIATIVE (MHPI) (Continued) 

RCI Program Status 

The Army's scheduled RCI program is fulfilled with over 85,000 privatized end state 
units at 44 Army locations, representing over 98% of the on-post Family housing inventory 
in the U.S. (see details at Exhibit FH-6). The total investment during the initial 
development period of these projects is about $12.6 billion, of which the Army will have 
invested Just under $2.0 billion. The initial development period, which varies from 3 to 14 
years, is the timeframe in which all inadequate homes in a project/installation will be 
renovated or replaced, and construction of additional units is completed. A significant 
programmatic adjustment is requested in the Family housing Utilities account to make 
payments for, and to close out incrementally Energy Savings Performance Contracts 
(ESPC) at Army installations where the Family housing has been privatized, and the 
holdover of the ESPC is delaying the privatization construction effort. Oversight of the 
entire RCI program has moved into the Portfolio and Asset Management (PAM) phase. 

The Army may consider future Family housing privatization where needed and feasible. 


Construction Funds for MHPI 

The Army Family Housing Construction (AFHC) budget request for FY 2013 
includes no requirements for government investment for Family housing privatization 
projects. 


Explanation of AFHO Budget Request 

The FY 2013 funding request provides $26,010,000 for RCI program portfolio and 
asset management, oversight and operations. Funding will support civilian pay, travel, 
and contracts for environmental and real estate functions, training, and real estate and 
financial consultant services. Pricing adjustment in Exhibit OP-5 is based on non-pay 
inflation factors and a program adjustment is due to completion of additional project Initial 
Development Plans (IDP). 

The budget request is based on cost factors associated with staffing and workload 
projections. Workload is driven by the number of installations in the post-privatization PAM 
phase and the number of anticipated project major decision actions. The applied cost 
factors for work elements of each phase are based on experience and established fees. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

MILITARY HOUSING PRIVATIZATION INITIATIVE (MHPI) (Continued) 

The table below summarizes FY 2013 RCI program costs ($ in Thousands). 


Program/Project Management and Oversight $16,317 

Environmental/Real Estate/T raining 

(U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Services) $ 2,100 

Real Estate and Finance Advisory Services $ 500 

Portfolio Management Advisory Support $ 7,093 

Total $26,010 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 

PRIVATIZATION 

RECONCILIATION OF INCREASES AND DECREASES 
EXHIBIT OP-5 


$ In Thousands 

1 . FY 201 2 President Budget Request 25,741 

2. FY2012 Appropriated Amount 25,741 

3. Price Adjustments: Non-Pay/ Non-Fuel Inflation 412 

4. Program Adjustments: Reduced program management, -143 

decrease due to completion of additional project Initial 
Development Plans (IDP) 

5. FY 2013 President's Budget Request 26,010 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimate 
Army Family Housing 
REIMBURSABLE PROGRAM 

($ in Thousands) 

FY 2013 Budget Request 
FY 2012 Program 


$15,000 

$18,000 


The Reimbursable program provides for the collection and use of payments for 
utilities and services, routine maintenance and repair, rents associated with the use of 
government housing by authorized occupants, and damages caused by occupant 
negligence. This account provides authority to incur costs for services and repair of 
damages to be reimbursed by collection of payments from Federal and non-Federal 
sources. 

The following table shows the source of receipts for the Family housing account. 



FY 2012 

FY 2013 


(Budget Request) 

(Budget Request) 

Non-Federal Sources 

14,467 

12,056 

Federal Sources 

3,533 

2,944 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimates 
Homeowners Assistance Fund, Defense 


Justification Data Submitted to Congress 
February 2012 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimates 
Homeowners Assistance Fund, Defense 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimates 
Homeowners Assistance Fund, Defense 

SUMMARY 


fin Thousands') 

FY 2013 Program/Appropriation $2,158/ -0- 

FY 2012 Program/Appropriation $28,254/ 1,284 


Program and Scope 

This fund finances the Department of Defense Homeowners Assistance Program 
(HAP) which provides assistance to individual homeowners who sustain a loss on the 
sale of their primary residences due to declining residential real estate markets 
attributable to the closure or realignment of military installations. HAP was established 
in recognition of the fact that base closure and realignment activity may result in serious 
economic impact on local communities. Military personnel, Federal civilian, and 
Non-Appropriated Fund employees, who relocate as a result of base closure or 
realignment activity, are sometimes unable to dispose of their homes under reasonable 
terms and conditions resulting in financial hardship. 

In order to determine the effect of the closure or reduction action on local 
communities, a Market Impact Study (MIS) is performed. The MIS addresses real 
estate market and overall economic conditions relative to the closure or realignment 
action, and includes an analysis of area property values before and after the 
announcement. Factors in determining market impact include: a significant decline in 
real estate market value; significant increases in the inventory of unsold houses, 
increase in the average number of days on the market; increase in the number of 
foreclosures; decrease in home sales; and inability of affected personnel to sell homes 
for the amount of their existing mortgage(s). If the MIS demonstrates sufficient adverse 
impact on the market and establishes a causal relationship, a program may be 
implemented. Eligible applicants may be reimbursed for certain losses resulting from 
the sale of their home. 

Assistance and mitigation of financial loss may be provided through various 
actions which include payment of partial compensation for losses sustained in the 
private sale of the dwelling, payment of the costs of a judicial foreclosure of a mortgage, 
and purchase of a dwelling by liquidating or assuming the outstanding mortgage(s). 

Although the program provides for acquisition of dwellings, all efforts are made to 
minimize acquisition activity. Any homes which require acquisition by the government 
are then resold. 
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February 2012 

DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimates 
Homeowners Assistance Fund, Defense 

Every effort is made to insure that each applicant is treated fairly and receives 
the maximum benefits under the law in a timely manner. The program is executed with 
a focus on maximum efficiency and overhead reduction. This focus is emphasized 
through review and innovation. 

Program Summary 

The FY 2013 budget requests authorization of appropriation in the amount of $-0- 
to fund Homeowners Assistance Fund program expenses. The total program estimate 
for FY 2013 is $2,158,000 and will be funded with revenue from sales of acquired 
properties, and prior year unobligated balances. Program expenses include payments 
to homeowners for losses on private sales; costs of judicial foreclosures; property 
acquisitions by liquidating and/or assuming outstanding mortgages; partial payment of 
homeowners' lost equity on government acquisitions; retirement of debt after the sale of 
properties when the government assumes mortgages; and administrative expenses. 

The Homeowners Assistance Fund, Defense (HOA) is a non-expiring revolving 
fund. The Program Financial Summary chart that follows shows that the fund receives 
funding from several sources: appropriations, borrowing authority, reimbursable 
authority, prior fiscal year unobligated balances, appropriation transfers, revenue from 
sale of acquired properties, and recovery of prior year obligations. The fund is not a 
profit-making endeavor. Although the proceeds from the sale of homes are returned to 
the fund, this revenue does not always replenish it nor totally fund projected 
requirements. Since the Homeowners Assistance Fund is not self-sustaining, periodic 
appropriations are required to maintain its solvency as a revolving fund. In the past, 
Congress has authorized the transfer of funds from the BRAC account to the 
Homeowners Assistance Fund when BRAC programs cause HAP activity. 

The FY2013 HAP financial condition requires no budget request to fund the 
program requirements and maintain the fund's solvency. The program will maintain the 
fund’s solvency with prior year carryover and revenue. Program activity and funding 
requirements for HAP are based on execution timelines and activity of BRAC05 related 
movements. This estimate of zero request is based on the analysis of activity related to 
BRAC05 resulting from base realignment and closure activity and other non-BRAC unit 
restationing. Department of Defense plans for infrastructure and staff reductions as well 
as unforeseen circumstances may increase HAP costs in the future. 
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February 2012 


AUTHORIZATION AND 
APPROBATION LANGUAGE 
HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE FUND, DEFENSE 
FY 2013 


For use in the Homeowners Assistance Fund established pursuant to section 1013(d) of 
the Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan Development Act of 1966, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 3374), [$1,284,000] $-0- to become available on October 1, 2012 and remain 
available until expended. 

General Provision: Continue the annual provision of transfer authority from BRAC into 
HAP in the General Provisions of the Military Quality of Life and Veterans Affairs 
Appropriations Act. 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 Budget Estimates 
Homeowners Assistance Fund, Defense 

($ in Thousands) 

The chart beiow is a summary of the funding for the FY2011, FY2012 and FY2013 


PROGRAM FINANCIAL SUMMARY 



Actual 

Budget 

Enactment 

Budget 

Request 

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE FUND, DEFENSE 

FY 2011 

FY 2012 

FY 2013 

PROGRAM RESOURCES 

New Appropriation/TOA Requested 

16,482 

1,284 

0 

Indefinite Borrowing Authority 

0 

0 

0 

Transfer To/From Other Account 

0 

0 

0 

Total Budget Authority Requested 

16,482 

1,284 

0 

REIMBURSABLE RESOURCES 

Reimbursable Authority 

0 

0 

0 

OTHER PROGRAM RESOURCES 

Prior FY Unoblig Bal Brought FWD 

273,613 

110,362 

20,000 

Unobligated Balance Transferred - TO / FROM* 

0 

507,000 

0 

Anticipated Revenue from Sale of Real Property 

207,240 

313,954 

2,158 

Recovery of Prior Year Balances 

1,482 

0 

0 

TOTAL PROGRAM RESOURCES 

498,817 

932,600 

22,158 

PLANNED PROGRAM EXECUTION 

Payments to Homeowners 

64,928 

105,833 

5,000 

Other Operating Cost 

26,212 

104,985 

7,158 

Acquisition of Real Property 

297,315 

701,782 

10,000 

Mortgages Assumed 

0 

0 

0 

Retirement of Debt - Authority W/D 

0 

0 

0 

TOTAL PLANNED PROGRAM EXPENSE 

388,455 

912,600 

22,158 

ANTICIPATED EOY UNOBLIGATED : 

Unused - Mortgage Assumption Authority 

0 

0 

0 

Balance Carried Forward 

110,362 

20,000 

0 


•Note: Transfer from BRAC 2005 appropriation 
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STATE 

ETOJECT 

NUMBER 


Alabama 

10278 


Arkansas 

50139 


California 

60413 


Connecticut 

90043 


Delaware 

100010 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM FY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 

CITY/INSTALLATICN NEW/ 

ROTH3RIZATICK APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Anniston, Fort McClellan ARN3 Training Center 


LIVE FIRE SHOOT HOUSE 


5,400 

5,400 

C 

1 

Subtotal Anniston, Fort McClellan ARNG Training 

5,400 

5,400 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Alabama 

$ 

5,400 

5,400 



Searcy, Searcy Readiness Center 

Field Maintenance Shcp 


6,800 

6,800 

c 

7 

Subtotal Searcy, Searcy Readiness Center 

$ 

6,800 

6,800 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Arkansas 

$ 

6,800 

6,800 



Fort Irwin, Fort Irwin 

Maneuver Area Training & Equipment Site 

Ph 3 

25,000 

25,000 

c 

13 

Subtotal FOrt Irwin, Fort Irwin 

$ 

25,000 

25,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR California 

$ 

25,000 

25,000 



Windsor Locks, Cartp Hart ell 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop 


32,000 

32,000 

c 

19 

Subtotal Windsor Locks, Camp Hartell 

$ 

32,000 

32,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Connecticut 

$ 

32,000 

32,000 



Bethany Beach, Bethany Beach Training Site 
Regional Training Institute Phi 


5,500 

5,500 

c 

25 

Subtotal Bethany Beach, Bethany Beach Training$ 

5,500 

5,500 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Delaware 

$ 

5,500 

5,500 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY ODNSTRUCrXON PROGRAM FY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


STATE CITY / INSTALLATTCN NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION CURRENT 



NUMBER 

PROJECT TITLE 


REQUEST 

REQUEST MISSION 

PAGE 

Florida 

120102 

Miramar, Snake Creek Training Site 

READINESS CENTER 


20,000 

20,000 

C 

31 



Subtotal Miramar, Snake Creek Training Site 

$ 

20,000 

20,000 




120192 

Starke, Canp Blanding Maneuver Training Cent 
Upgrade Combined Arms collective Training Fac 

9,000 

9,000 

C 

37 



Subtotal Starke, Canp Blanding Maneuver Traini$ 

9,000 

9,000 





* TOTAL MCNG FOR Florida 

$ 

29,000 

29,000 



Guam 

140040 

Barrigada, Barrigada Complex 

JFHQ PH 4 


8,500 

8,500 

C 

43 



Subtotal Barrigada, Barrigada Gonplex 

$ 

8,500 

8,500 





* TOTAL MCNG FOR GCJ 

$ 

8,500 

8,500 



Hawaii 

150023 

Kapolei, Kalaeloa Readiness Center 

ARMY AVIATION SUPPORT FACILITY PH 1 


28,000 

28,000 

C 

49 



Subtotal Kapolei, Kalaeloa Readiness Center 

$ 

28,000 

28,000 





* TOTAL MCNG FOR Hawaii 

$ 

28,000 

28,000 



Idaho 

160100 

Boise, Orchard Mates Readiness Center 

ORTC (Barracks) Ph2 


40,000 

40,000 

C 

55 



Subtotal Boise, Orchard Mates Readiness Center$ 

40,000 

40,000 





* TOTAL MCNG FOR Idaho 

$ 

40,000 

40,000 



Indiana 

180144 

South Bend, South Bend Readiness Center 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Add/ Alt 


21,000 

21,000 

N 

61 


Subtotal South Bend, South Bend Readiness Cent$ 21,000 21,000 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 


180106 


Iowa 

190142 


Kansas 

200102 


Kentucky 

210001 


Massachusetts 

250065 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY (XMSTRUCTION PROGRAM FY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


CITY/ INSTALLATION 


PROJECT TITLE 


NEW/ 

A171HORIZATICN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Terre Haute, Terre Haute Readiness Center 


FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 


9,000 

9,000 

C 

67 

Subtotal Terre Haute, Terre Haute Readiness Ce$ 

9,000 

9,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Indiana 

$ 

30, 000 

30,000 



Johnston, Cairp Dodge Johnston Training Site 
Urban Assault Course (UAC) 


3,000 

3,000 

C 

73 

Subtotal Johnston, Camp Dodge Johnston Trainin$ 

3,000 

3,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Iowa 

$ 

3,000 

3,000 



TOpeka, Forbes Field 

TAXIWAYS, RAMP & HANGAR ALTERATIONS 


9,500 

9,500 

C 

79 

Subtotal Ttapeka, Forbes Field 

$ 

9,500 

9,500 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Kansas 

$ 

9,500 

9,500 



Frankfort, Boone Readiness Center 

Army Aviation Support Facility 


32,000 

32,000 

C 

85 

Subtotal Frankfort, Boone Readiness Center 

$ 

32,000 

32,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Kentucky 

$ 

32,000 

32,000 



Bourne, MTA Cairp Edwards 

UNIT TRAINING EQUIPMENT SITE 


22,000 

22,000 

c 

91 

Subtotal Bourne, MTA Cairp Edwards 

$ 

22,000 

22,000 



* TOTAL MCM3 FOR Massachusetts 

$ 

22,000 

22,000 




PAGE NO. v 



906 


STATE 

PROJECT 

NU4BER 


Minnesota 

270238 


270236 


Missouri 

290176 


290215 


290216 


290217 


Montana 

300032 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY CCWSIRUCTION PROGRAM FY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 

CITY/ INSEALLATTCN NEW/ 

AUIH3RJZATIQN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Arden Hills, Arden Hills Army Training Site 


READINESS CENTER 


17,000 

17,000 

C 

97 

Subtotal Arden Hills, Arden Hills Amy Trainin$ 

17,000 

17,000 



Little Falls, Canp Ripley 

Scout Reconnaisance Range (Modified) 


17,000 

17,000 

C 

103 

Subtotal Little Falls, Canp Ripley 

$ 

17,000 

17,000 



* TOTAL MQNG FOR Minnesota 

$ 

34,000 

34,000 



Fort Leonard Wood, Fort Leonard Wood 

REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 


18,000 

18,000 

C 

109 

Subtotal Fort Leonard wood. Fort Leonard Wood $ 

18,000 

18,000 



Kansas City, Kansas City Readiness Center 
READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 


1,900 

1,900 

C 

115 

Subtotal Kansas City, Kansas City Readiness Ce$ 

1,900 

1,900 



Monet t, Monett Readiness Center 

READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 


820 

820 

C 

121 

Subtotal Monett, Monett Readiness Center 

$ 

820 

820 



Perryville, Perryville Readiness Center 

READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 


700 

700 

C 

127 

Subtotal Perryville, Perryville Readiness Cent$ 

700 

700 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Missouri 

$ 

21,420 

21,420 



Miles City, Miles City Land Lease 

READINESS CENTER 


11,000 

11,000 

N 

133 

Subtotal Miles City, Miles City Land Lease 

$ 

11,000 

11,000 



* TOTAL MC3SS3 FOR Montana 

$ 

11,000 

11,000 
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STATE 

PROJECT 

NUMBER 


New Jersey 

340110 


New York 

360139 


Ohio 

390256 


390230 


Oklahoma 

400066 


Puerto Rico 

430804 


DEPARTMENT OF TEE ARMY 
MILITARY OGNSTRDCTTON PROGRAM PY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 

CITY/ INSTALLATION NEW/ 

AUIHORI ZATICN APPROPRIATION CURRENT 

PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Sea Girt, Sea Girt NG Training Center 


Regional Training Institute 


34,000 

34,000 

C 

139 

Subtotal Sea Girt, Sea Girt N3 Training Center? 

34,000 

34,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR New Jersey 

$ 

34,000 

34,000 



Storrriville, Storrriville CSMS A 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop Ph 1 


24,000 

24,000 

C 

147 

Subtotal Storrriville, Stormville CSMS A 

$ 

24,000 

24,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR New York 

$ 

24,000 

24,000 



Chillicothe, Canp Sherman Training Site 

FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP ADD/ALT 


3,100 

3,100 

C 

153 

Subtotal Chillicothe, Canp Sherman Training Si$ 

3,100 

3,100 



Delaware, Delaware Readiness Center 

READINESS CENTER 


12,000 

12,000 

C 

159 

Subtotal Delaware, Delaware Readiness Center 

$ 

12,000 

12,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Ohio 

$ 

15, 100 

15,100 



Braggs, Canp Gruber Training Center 

OPERATIONAL READINESS TRAINING COMPLEX 


25,000 

25,000 

c 

165 

Subtotal Braggs, Canp Gruber Training Center 

$ 

25,000 

25,000 



* TOTAL MCNG FOR Oklahoma 

$ 

25,000 

25,000 



Ceiba, PRARM3 MMS Boatshop 

Refill Station Building 


2,200 

2,200 

N 

171 

Subtotal Ceiba, PRARNG MMS Boatshop 

$ 

2,200 

2,200 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY OCNSTRLJCITQN PROGRAM FY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


STATE CITY / 3NSTAII ATION NEW/ 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATTCN APPRDPRIATICN CURRENT 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST MISSION PAGE 


Guaynabo, Ft Buchanan Readiness Center 

430081 READINESS CENTER (JEHQ) 15,000 

Subtotal Guaynabo, Ft Buchanan Readiness Cente$ 15,000 

Gurabo, Gurabo Readiness Center 

430803 READINESS CENTER 14,700 

Subtotal Gurabo, Gurabo Readiness Center $ 14,700 

Salinas, MTA Carrp Santiago 

430806 READINESS CENTER 3,800 

Subtotal Salinas, MTA Carrp Santiago $ 3,800 

* TOTAL MCNG FOR Puerto Rico $ 35,700 


15,000 C 177 

15,000 

14,700 C 183 

14.700 

3,800 C 189 

3,800 

35.700 


Utah 

490444 
490076 

Subtotal Riverton, MIA- L Carrp Williams $ 36,000 36,000 

* TOTAL MCNG FDR Utah $ 36,000 36,000 


Riverton, MIA-L Carrp williams 

REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE Ph2 21,000 21,000 C 195 

BEQ Facility (Regional Training Institute) 15,000 15,000 C 201 


Washington Tacoma, Gray Army Airfield Ft. Lewis 

530015 READINESS CENTER 35,000 

Subtotal Taccma, Gray Army Airfield Ft. Lewis $ 35,000 

* TOTAL MCNG FDR Washington $ 35, 000 


35,000 N 207 

35,000 

35,000 


West Virginia Logan, Logan 

540075 Readiness Center 

Subtotal Logan, Logan 

* TOTAL MCNG FDR West Virginia 


14,200 14,200 N 213 

$ 14,200 14,200 

$ 14,200 14,200 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
MILITARY CCNSTOLJCn™ PROGRAM FY 2013 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


STATE CITY/ INSTALLATION 

PROJECT AUTHORIZATION APPROPRIATION 

NUMBER PROJECT TITLE REQUEST REQUEST 


Wisconsin Wausau, Wausau 


550142 FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 


10,000 

10,000 

Subtotal Wausau, Wausau 

$ 

10,000 

10,000 

* TOTAL MCM3 FOR Wisconsin 

$ 

10,000 

10,000 

Worldwide Various Minor Construction 

Unspecified Minor Construction 


15,057 

15,057 

Subtotal Minor Construction 

$ 

15,057 

15,057 

Planning and Design 

Planning and Design 


26,622 

26,622 

Subtotal Planning and Design 

$ 

26,622 

26,622 

* TOTAL MCNG FOR Worldwide Various 

$ 

41,679 

41,679 

** ARMY NATIONAL GUARD TOTAL 

$ 


613,79? 


Total 

Cost 

of New Mission Projects 

(5) 

$ 

83,400 

Total 

Cost 

of Current Mission Projects 

(34) 

$ 

530,399 

Total 

Cost 

of other line items 

(0) 

$ 

0 

Total 

Cost 

0 

3 

o 

| 

(39) 

$ 

613,799 


NEW/ 

CURRENT 
MISSION PAGE 


C 219 


C 


PAGE NO. 


ix 
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APPROPRIATION LANGUAGE 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


For construction, acquisition, expansion, rehabilitation, and conversion of 
facilities for the training and administration of the Army National Guard, and 
contiguous therefore, as authorized by Chapter 1803 of Title 10, United States 
Code, as amended, and Military Construction Authorization Acts $613,799,000 
to remain available until 30 September 201 7. 
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Special Program Considerations 


Requirement for Additional Scope Authorization. FY2010 Project 

There is one FY 2010 project that due to technical errors on the DD Form 1391, did not reflect 
the correct size for two (2) line items and omitted one line item from DD Form 1391 presented 
to Congress. The additional scope for these line items can be executed within the programmed 
amount for the project. Further explanation is provided below. 


ST location 

Description 

Correct Scope 

NV North Las Vegas 

Readiness Center 

103,893 


North Las Vegas, Readiness Center. PN 320143 (FY10) 

In FY 2010, Congress authorized $26,000,000 for construction of a Readiness Center which 
included the wrong SF requirement for the Readiness Center and unheated equipment storage 
and omitted the SF requirement for unheated vehicle storage. The Readiness Center area 
should be increased from 65,347 SF to 68,593 SF to satisfy the full requirement for Readiness 
Center space and the unheated equipment storage area should be increased from 4,800 SF to 
10,000 SF to satisfy the unheated equipment storage requirement. In addition 25,000 SF of 
unheated vehicle storage must be added, due to the extreme climate, to satisfy the unheated 
vehicle storage requirement. The adjustments will result in a total project scope of 103,893 SF. 
The revised project with scope increased to the original and correct requirement can be 
executed within the appropriated amount, no additional funds are required. A revised DD Form 
1391 is attached. 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2010 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 
18 Nov 08 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
FLOYD EDS ALL TRAINING CENTER 
NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV 


4. PROJECT TITLE 
Readiness Center 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

0505896A 


6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

17180 

320143 


8. PROJECT COST ($000) 
26,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

U/M 

QUANTITY 

UNIT COST 

COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITIES: 




25396 

Readiness Center 

SF 

68,593 

249.00 ( 

17080) 

Unheated Encl/Shed-TP Vhcl Strg 

SF 

25,000 

173.00 ( 

4325) 

Controlled Waste Facility 

SF 

300 

227.00 ( 

69) 

Unheated Storage 

SF 

10,000 

222.00 { 

2220) 

Enclosed Vehicle Wash System 

EA 

1 

85,000.00 ( 

85) 

Building Information System 

LS 

- 

( 

300) 

Energy Management Control System 

LS 

- 

( 

439) 

An t: i -Ter r or i sm / Force Protection 

LS 

- 

( 

439) 

SDD_EPAet05 

LS 

- 

( 

439) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES: 




6374 

Rigid Concrete Paving 

SY 

624 

110.00 ( 

69) 

Flexible Paving 

SY 

16,025 

66.00 ( 

1058) 

Security Fencing 

LF 

1,648 

68.00 ( 

113) 

Curbing (Flexible Or Rigid) 

SY 

2,104 

38.00 ( 

80) 

Sidewalks 

SY 

1,213 

81.00 ( 

99) 

Exterior: Security Lighting 

LS 


( 

136) 

Loading Ramp 

LS 

- 

( 

120) 

Detached Facility Sign 

EA 

2 

12,000.00 { 

24) 

Exterior Fire Protection 

LS 

- 

( 

181) 

Utilities: Water/ Sewer /Gas 

LS 

- 

{ 

306) 

Utilities : Electric 

LS 

- 

( 

306) 

Utilities: Chilled/Htd Water Dist Systm 

EA 

1 

120,000.00 ( 

120) 

Backup/Emergency Generator 

EA 

1 

143,000.00 ( 

143) 

Flagpoles 

EA 

2 

12,000.00 ( 

24) 

Bio Retention Pond 

EA 

1 

250,000.00 { 

250) 

Site Prepara t ion 

LS 

- 

( 

1276) 

Information Systems 

LS 

- 

{ 

350) 

Flammable Materials Facility 

SF 

100 

150.00 ( 

15) 

Fine Grading and Seeding 

LS 

- 

( 

.100) 
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1. COMPONENT 



2. DATE 

ARNG 

FY 2010 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

18 Nov 08 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FLOYD EDSALL TRAINING CENTER 



NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Readiness Center 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

320143 


Landscaping 

LS 


( 

205) 

Other Rigid Pavement 

SY 

11,852 

110.00 { 

1304) 

Ant i -Terror. ism/ Force Protection 

LS 

- 

< 

95) 

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST 




31770 

Contingencies (5.0%) 




.1588 

Supervision, Inspection & Overhead 

(3.0%) 



1001 

Commissioning (0.6%) 




153 

TOTAL PROJECT COST 




34512 

STATE SHARE 




8512 

TOTAL FEDERAL COST 




26000 

Equipment Funded Other Appr (Non-Add) 



( 

2015) 

10. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION 


A specially designed Readiness Center of permanent masonry type 
construction, with standing seam roof, concrete floors and mechanical and 
electrical equipment with emergency power generator backup. Supporting 
facilities will include weapons cleaning, maintenance issue, turn-in 
sheds; military vehicle parking, access roads and POV parking; security 
fencing and dark motor pool lighting, loading ramp, flammable materials 
storage building, controlled waste handling facility, and sidewalks. 
Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and communication utilities on 
Floyd Edsall to the building site will be necessary. Actual foundation 
design will be determined during design. Physical security measures will 
be incorporated into the design including maximum feasible standoff 
distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, 
heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance 
cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conservation features will 
be incorporated into the design and standard HVAC/MEP systems commission 
will be included. 

MISSION: NEW A/C TONNAGE: 182 

11. REQUIREMENT. 103,893 SF Adequate: 0 SF Substandard: 0 SF 

9,652 m2 0 m2 0 m2 

1. PROJECT: Construct a new 9,652 SM (103,893 SF) Readiness Center 
facility and the infrastructure to support the assigned units as 
previously stated. Location is on the approximate 1,500 acre site 
which is the State patented (licensed) Floyd Edsall Training Center. 


DD FORM 1391c 

JUL99 


Page 2 of 5 
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1. COMPONENT 



2. DATE 

ARNG 

FY 2010 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

18 Nov 08 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

FLOYD EDSALL TRAINING CENTER 



NORTH LAS VEGAS , NV 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

Readiness Center 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

320143 


2. REQUIREMENT: The facility is required to provide adequate space to 
house and train personnel, to store and maintain equipment, and to 
ensure that both are prepared for mobilization. The Readiness Center 
will provide space for full-time support of two Grow the Army units new 
to this State. The facility will be constructed on approximately 

20 acres of the 1640 acre training site located on State land at the 
Floyd Edsall Training Center. 

3. CURRENT SITUATION: Current facility is in serviceable condition, but 
does not meet current building codes or criteria, and is 2/3 the size 
authorized to support the Squadron's mission. Existing Readiness 
Center can not support the collocation of the 100th QM Company and 
240 EN Company, which causes fragmented command and decentralized 
training to occur which is detrimental to unit readiness and does not 
support the NVARNG draft Master Plan of collocating theses new units 
at FETC. The current military parking area and road system is unpaved 
and poorly drained and become impassable and unusable during heavy 
rain. The slope of the existing site causes surface runoff to flow 
into POV and MV parking areas creating a hazards and accidents. The 
existing site is located in an ideal location for consolidation of 
the squadron and the area around the facility is suitable for 
expansion. The lack of paving and improper drainage has resulted in 
an severe environmental hazard from oil and other fluids leaking from 
military vehicles into the ground. 

4. IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If the project is not approved, the present 
facility's lack of adequate space will reduce training and 
administrative efficiency, training and mobilization readiness 
standards will continue to decline. The building may become severely 
damaged due to over crowding and overuse, causing a complete 
replacement. Lack of adequate military vehicle parking will cause 
environmental damage, decrease efficiency, and create work backlog. 

We are also receiving a 188 personnel. Quartermaster Company in FY08 
and an Engineer Company with 162 personnel in FY11 and our currently 
facility will not meet the space requirements to accomodate these new 
units . 

5. ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance 
with Executive Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive 
Orders . 


DD FORM 1391c 

JUL99 
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AT/FP POC: Mr. Kerry Cutting/(702) 632-0331 CFMO: LTC Clayton Chappell/(775) 887-7285 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 

a. Estimated design data : 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started Mar/2009 

(b) Percent Complete as of January 2009 0 % 

(c) Date Design 35% Complete Jun/2009 

(d) Date Design Complete Dec/2009 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Cost No 

(f) Type of Design Contract Design - Bid - Build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be documented 
during final design 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design No 

(b) Where Design Was Most Recently Used N/A 

(3) Total Cost (c) = (a) + (b) or (d) + (e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1803 

(b) All Other Design Costs 901 


DD FORM 1391c 

JUL99 
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1. COMPONENT 





2. DATE 

ARNG 

FY 2010 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

18 Nov 08 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 





FLOYD EDSALL 

TRAINING CENTER 





NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV 





4. PROJECT TITLE 




5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Readiness Center 



320143 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA (CONT) 





<c) Total 





2704 

(d) Contract 




2704 

(e) In-house 




. . .0 

(4) Construction Award 



Mar/2010 

(5) Construction Start 



Apr/2010 

(6) Construction Completion 



Sep/2011 

b. Equipment 

associated with 

this project which will be provided from 

other appropriations: 








Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated or 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropr iat ion 

Requested 

($000) 

Kitchen Equipment 

OMNG 

2011 


317 

ESS 


OMNG 

2011 


225 

Physical Fitness E 

OMNG 

2011 


75 

Furniture 


OMNG 

2011 


650 

Class 5 Safe 


OMNG 

2011 


5 

Smart Card Syst 

OMNG 

2011 


20 

Security Cameras 

OMNG 

2011 


115 

AV Equip 


OMNG 

2011 


34 

Environmental 

Docs 

OMNG 

2011 


56 

Lockers 


OMNG 

2011 


68 

Bldg Info Systems 

OPA 

2011 


450 




Total 


2015 

Point of Contact: CPT Thielen 

, 775-887-7281 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY ODNSTKUeriaN 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Fort Mcclelian ARNG TNG Center 
Anniston, Alabama 


INSNO= 01910 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
.82 


5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Acininistrat ion , logistical and operational activities for training x days/year. 


6 , OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARN3 Jacksonville, AL 10.00 miles Armory 

ARN3 Oxford, AL 8.00 miles Armory 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17879 LIVE FIRE SHOOT HDUS 


SCOPE 

952 m2 (10,250 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATU S 
($000) START CMFL 
5,400 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANS ION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


24 JUN 2010 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10 . PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT T I T LE 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


COST 

($ 000 ) 


11 . PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 MAY 2010 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 

179 46 133 

134 27 107 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Model lan ARNG TNG Center 

Anniston, Alabama 

INSNO= 

01910 




12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 










STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MTOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

FORT MCCLELLAN TNG CTR (DET ARNG TRAINING SIT) 

W77802 

56751 

NGW778AA 


61 55 

(CMD TROOP CMD DETT) 

W84FAA 

46761 

N3W84FAA 


38 1 

1/200 (AD) (HQ SOUTHERN LDRSHIP T) 

W8FKA1 

66751 

NGW8FKAA 


7 14 

2/200 (OCS) (HQ SOUTHERN LDRSHIP T) 

W8FKA2 

66751 

NGW8FKAA 


3 14 

3/200 (GS) (HQ SOUTHERN LDRSHIP T) 

W8FKA3 

66751 

NGW8FKAA 


4 20 

(HQ SOUTHERN LDRSHIP T) 

W8FKAA 

66751 

NGW8FKAA 


66 30 






179 134 





Assigned/ Authorized : 74 % 

13 - MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 






TYPE 



AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

WHEELED 




64 

64 

TRAILERS 




0 

0 

TRACKED 




0 

0 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 




9 

9 

FUEL TRUCK 




0 

0 

HET 




0 

0 

TOTALS 




73 

73 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE IKED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 





927 


1.0CMPC8JEMT 


ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND ICCATION 

Fort McClellan ARNG Training Center 
| Ann i s t on , A1 abama 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


LIVE FIRE SHOOT HOUSE 



KfMifeV kSi*; 












9. GOST ESTIMATES 


ITH»1 


QUANTITY 

R!5!5®5551 

COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 



HUH I 

4,382 

Shoothouse 

m2 (SF) 

576 ( 6,200) 

5,533 

(3,187) 

100-Meter Flat Range 

LN 

16 -- 

17,250 

(276) 

External Mock Up (Knee Wall) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(12) 

Ops /Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

74.32 ( 800) 

1,453 

(108) 

After Action Review/ROC 

m2 (SF) 

107.02 ( 1,152) 

2,153 

(230) 

Total from Continuation page 




(569) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




550 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(50) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(65) 

Site Imp ( 220) Demo ( ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(220) 

Information Systems 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(3) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(70) 

Other 

LS 



(142) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




4,932 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




247 

SUBTOTAL 




5,179 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.53%) 




183 

TOTAL REQUEST 




5,362 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




5,400 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 

10. Description o£ Proposed Construction The 

information in this document is based 

on TC 


25-8 Training Ranges dated 5 April 2004. The Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse 
<LFSH) , FCC 17879, provides the Commander with a facility to train and 
evaluate the unit during a live fire exercise. Units are trained and evaluated 
on their ability to move tactically (enter and clear a room; enter and clear a 
building), engage targets, conduct breaches and practice target 
discrimination. The shoothouse is intended to support blank fire. Multiple 
Integrated Laser Engagement System/Tactical Engagement System (MILES/TES) , 
Special Effects Small-Arms Marking System (SESAMS) , and installation approved 
small arms service ammunitions. Air Conditioning (Estimated 49 kWr/14 Tons). 


11. REQ: 952 m2 ADQT: NONE SUB STD : NONE 

PR OJECT : The construction of this Live Fire Shoothouse consists of a 10,250 


SF Shoothouse with supporting facilities including Ammo Breakdown point, After 
[Action Review Building, Operational Storage, Mess Section, range facility 
signs, and would conform to information included in TC 25-8. This range would 
[be intended to support blank fire. Multiple Integrated Laser Engagement 
System/Tactical Engagement System (MILES/TES) , Special Effects Small -Arms 
Marking System (SESAMS) , and installation approved small arms service 
ammunitions. (Current Mission) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTS) 
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1. COMPONENT 


ARNG 


FY 20X3 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort McClellan ARNG Training Center 
jAnniston, Alabama 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


LIVE FIRE SHOOT HOUSE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 







Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 







Ammo Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

22.30 ( 

240) 

2,960 

(66) 

Covered Bleacher Enclosure 

m2 

(SF) 

55.74 ( 

600) 

1,453 

(81) 

Latrine 

m2 

(SF) 

18.58 ( 

200) 

3,498 

(65) 

Mess Shelter 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

807.32 

(60) 

Sniper Observation Tower 

m2 

(SF) 

23.97 ( 

258) 

2,960 

(71) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(65) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(65) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(65) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(31) 






Total 

569 


REQUIREMENT : The Live Fire Exercise Shoothouse (LFSH) , FCC 17879, provides 

the Commander with a facility to train and evaluate the unit during a live 
fire exercise- Units are trained and evaluated on their ability to move 
tactically (enter and clear a room; enter and clear a building) , engage 
targets, conduct breaches and practice target discrimination. The shoothouse 
is intended to support blank fire, Multiple Integrated Laser Engagement 
System/Tactical Engagement System (MILES/TES) , Special Effects Small-Arms 
[Marking System (SESAMS) , and installation approved small arms service 
ammunitions. Requirements: FM 3-06.11 Combined Arms Operations in Urban 
Operations ARTEP 7-8-DRILL Battle Drills for the Infantry Platoon and Squad TC 
90-1 Training for Urban Operations DA PAMs 350-38 and 350-39 are the primary 
resources for determining weapons training requirements. TC 25-8, appropriate 
US Army Corps of Engineers design manuals, and AR 415-28, Army Military 
Construction Program Development and Execution, outline range facility 
requirements . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The information in this document is based on TC 25-8 


Training Ranges dated 5 April 2004 FCC 17879. The Shoothouse will provide the 
leader with a facility to train and evaluate the unit during a live fire 
exercise, which currently does not exist. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The AL ARNG mobilizes more than 1,000 Soldiers each 


year. They currently waste 25 days of valuable training time each year 
traveling and utilizing additional funds to complete this portion of the 
ipre-mobilization training. Resources are limited, and units are not fully 
trained for mobilizations without this facility. This is a required facility 
for more than 350 authorized Special Forces Soldiers assigned to the AL ARNG 
to train prior to mobilizations and complete for annual training requirements. 
[Units are trained and evaluated on their ability to move tactically (enter and 
clear a room; enter and clear a building) , engage targets, conduct breaches 
and practice target discrimination. The AL ARNG Continues to contract buses at 


PAGE NO . 4 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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|1. COMPONENT 

2. DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY 

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Fort McClellan ARNG Training Center 


Anniston, Alabama 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

LIVE FIRE SHOOT HOUSE 

010278 


IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: (CONTINUED) 

$5,000 per bus in order to carry Soldiers to the nearest training area. At 
more than 20 buses per year, the AL ARNG could save $100,000 per year strictly 
for this training event. In addition to this, Soldiers could carry their drive 
their own military equipment, increase the OPTEMPO of the vehicles and ensure 
equipment is prepared for mobilization training. The AL ARNG additionally 
would save on housing Soldiers due to lack of AT Barracks. The annual cost of 
housing 300 Soldiers is approximately $40,000 annually. Due to this range 
being required to support more than 2,000 Soldiers, the potential savings 
would equal approximately $235,800 annually. If not provided, we will remain 
in non-compliance with: STP 7-11B1-SM-TG, STP 7-11B24-SM-TG, STP 
7-11C14-SM-TG, STP 7-11H14-SM-TG, STP 21-1-SMCT and STP 21-24-SMCT 
ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. No 
unexploded ordnance contamination is expected on the project site. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. This project has been coordinated 
with the installation physical security plan. All required physical security 
measures and all anti-terrorism/force protection measures are included. 
Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during 
project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet the 
requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
potential. The facility will be available for use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2 012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+{b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 296 



PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
ARNG 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort McClellan ARNG Training Center 

Anni s t on , A1 abama 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

LIVE FIRE SHOOT HOUSE 

010278 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(b) All Other Design Costs.. 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


168 

0 

464 



B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


PAGE NO . 6 


CFMO Name : COL Brian Barrontine 
Phone Number: 334-213-7515 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn form i-inip 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED 1 DEC 76 * 
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component 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Searcy 

Searcy, Arkansas 


INSNO= 05D15 


AREA CONCTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
.92 


5. FREQUENCY AM) TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Maintenance iterations full tine 5 days/week and 1 weekend/ month for IDT Units. 


QjjlEfj ftCTTVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MT TF. RADIUS 
ARNG Beebe, AR 20.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARM! Augusta, AR 25.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG Heber Springs, AR 27.00 miles Readiness Center 


861 m2 (9,273 SF) 
861 m2 (9,273 SF) 
881 m2 (9,481 SF) 


1960 
1964 

1961 


PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
21407 Field Maintenance Shcp 


SCOPE 

2,065 m2 (22,225 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) STAR T’ CMPL 
6,800 OCT 2011 OCT 2012 


. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOWENDATICM 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. THE BOARD RECCM4ENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL. CONSTRUCTION. 


14 JUN 2010 


9 . LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($ 000 ) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11 . PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 NOV 2009 


GUARD/RESERVE 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

2. DATE 

ARNG 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

06 FEB 2012 

I 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Searcy 

INSNO= 05D15 


Searcy, Arkansas 




12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 


STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION UIC TPSN MTOE/TO AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

FMS 02 (EQP AR ARNG FLD MAINT) W8RP02 56301 N3W8RPAA 18 18 

18 18 

Assigned/ Authorized: 100% 

The facility is required to maintain equipment and issue/tum-in for peacetime training and ensure the 
equipment is prepared for mobilization. The IMS is an ARARM3 TDA maintenance facility which provides 
full-time DS level support to a ARARNG FA Brigade and a Support CCnpany. No other adequate facilities are 
available to support the units. The 1998 ARARNG Master Plan has evaluated and recommended that the FMS 
should he collocated with the Readiness Center in Searcy. This project is in step with. MILCON POM FY 12-17 
priority for Modernization. 


13. MAJOR B3UIEWENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 


14. OTTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


AUTHORIZED 

125 

65 

0 


PAGE NO. 8 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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l.OTteCNENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 .DATE 

06 FEB 


3 . INSTAU.ATTCN AND IDCATICN 

Searcy Readiness Center 
Searcy, Arkansas 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Field Maintenance Shop 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8.raojEcr cost ($ooo) 




Auth 

0505896A 

214 

050139 

6,800 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


LM (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Maintenance Shop 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/ Energy Measures 
Ant it error ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


2,065 ( 22,225! 


3,729 

3,450 

(70} 

(70) 

(70) 

(69) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


jElectric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp ( 518) Demo( ) 

|Ant it error ism Measures 
Other 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


2,533 

(271) 

(156) 

(999) 

(75) 

(518) 

(184) 

(330) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.35%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


6,262 

313 


6,575 

220 


6,795 

6,800 

0 


io. Description of Proposed construction A specially designed Field Maintenance Shop (FMS) 
facility of permanent masonry type construction with sloped standing seam 
roof, concrete floors and energy efficient mechanical and electrical equipment 
[with emergency power generator backup. Facilities that will support the FMS 
shall include weapons cleaning, maintenance, issue, turn-in sheds, military 
vehicle parking and access roads and POV parking, security fencing and dark 
motor pool lighting, vehicle wash system and pump house, fuel storage and 
dispensing systems, loading ramp, flammable materials storage building, 
controlled waste handling facility, and sidewalks. Extension of gas, electric, 
sewer, water and communication utilities to the building site will be 
necessary. Actual foundation design will be determined during design. Physical 
security measures shall be incorporated into design including maximum feasible 
standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, 
berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
distance cannot be maintained. The construction shall conform to Army National 
Guard Pamphlet 415-12 (dated 30 April 2007) the Logistics Facilities Design 
Guide DG415-2 (dated 11 Dec 2007) and DG415-5 in conjunction with the General 
Facilities Information Design Guide (DG415-5) ; in accordance with Public Law 
90-480 (provisions for physically handicapped personnel), ASTM and Industry 
Standards. Contractor shall comply with State, Local and Federal Environmental 


1391 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
INTEL EXHAUSTED 
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X. COMPONENT 

ARNG 



3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Searcy Readiness Center 

Searcy, Arkansas 

j 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER I 

[ Fie Id Maintenance Shop 


050139 



DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

requirements- Building shall be designed and constructed to operate as energy 
efficient and cost effective as possible and design shall include energy 
management control systems and high efficiency motors, lighting and HVAC 
systems. Contractor shall incorporate cost saving energy efficient sensors of 
commodes, sinks and urinals as well as energy efficient lighting throughout 
the facility. This project and site shall meet or exceed the required LEED 
silver rating. This project is in step with MILCON POM FY 12-17 priority for 
Modernization. Air Conditioning (Estimated 84 kWr/24 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 2,065 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a new 2,065 SM (22,225 SF) Field Maintenance Shop facility 
and the infrastructure to support this facility as stated above. Location is 
on a 3.4 acre training site in Searcy, Arkansas. This project provides a FMS 
of permanent type construction to serve the current missions of the assigned 
units and space for all personnel to perform the necessary tasks that will 
improve/maintain supported units readiness requirements. (Current Mission) 
(Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The facility is required to house all elements cf the Searcy 

Field Maintenance Shop of the ARARNG and to maintain equipment and issue/ 
turn-in for peacetime training and ensure the equipment is prepared for 
mobilization. The FMS is an ARARNG TDA maintenance facility which provides 
full-time DS level support to a ARARNG FA Brigade and a Support Company. No 
other adequate facilities are available to support the units. The 1998 ARARNG 
Master Plan has evaluated and recommended that the FMS should be collocated 
with the Readiness Center in Searcy. This project is in step with MILCON POM 
FY 12-17 priority for Modernization. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The current facility is in poor condition, does not meet 

current building codes or criteria, and is 25% the size authorized to support 
the facility mission. The facilities size can not support the ARARNG' s Master 
Plan of collocating the FMS and the Readiness Center. The Units currently use 
military parking area and the road system is unpaved and poorly drained. These 
become almost impassable during heavy rain. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If the project is not approved, the present 

facility's lack of adequate space will reduce maintenance efficiency, training 
and mobilization readiness standards will continue to decline. Lack of 
adequate military vehicle parking could cause potential environmental damage, 
decrease efficiency, and create work backlog. 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti terrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project 
has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn F0 RM 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED 1 DEC 7 6 i - 3yxv ' 
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ADD! T I ONAL : ( CONTINUED ) 

for use by other components. Sustainable principles will be integrated into 
the design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army {Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

{d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) + (b) OR <d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 376 

(b) All Other Design Costs 213 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 569 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1391C 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

PY 2013 

AENG 

2 . DATE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Searcy Readiness Center 

Searcy, Arkansas 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Field Maintenance Shop 

050139 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: ( CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenc 1 a t ur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


PAGE NO. 12 


CFMO Name: LTC JAMES TREECE 
Phone Number: 501-212-5850 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD 


FORM 
DEC 76 


1391C 





FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY (XNSTRUCTIQN 


.DsKTAIiATTON AND LOCATION 
TS Port Irwin (Enclave) 


Fort Irwin, California 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training asseirbly 2-3 times/ircnth. 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATK^B WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


Apple Valley, CA 
San Bemadino, CA 


36.00 miles Readiness Center 


108.00 miles Readiness Center 


(9,481 SF) 
(10,664 SF) 
(10,664 SF) 
(18,668 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ($000) START CMPL 

21419 Maneuver Area Training & Equip Site Ph3 11,550 m2 (124,327 SF) 25,000 OCT 2010 JUL 2012 


COST DESIGN STATUS 


8 . STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCMMENQA1TCN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


(Number of acres) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMET <ETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTROCTICN OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 28 FEB 2010 


GUARD/RESERVE 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


3 . INSTALLATICtT AND LOCATION 
TS Fort Irwin (Enclave) 
Fort Irwin, California 
12. RESERVE UNIT DMA 

UNIT DESIGNATION 
(EQP CA ARNG MANEUVER) 


FY 2013 GUARD AT® RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2 . 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSN0= 06A50 


STRENGTH 

UIC TPSN MIPE/TDA APIHO RIZED ACTUAL 

W8TTAA 56304 78 58 

78 58 

Assigned/ Authorized: 74% 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIEWENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


APH ORIZED 


185 

115 

247 

10 

5 

5 

567 


ACTUAL 

185 

115 

247 

10 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 
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i.a*®CNE»r 

ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATICW AND DDCATICSJ 

Fort Irwin 

Fort Irwin, California 


4. PROJECT Tm£ 

Maneuver Area Training & Equipment 
Site Ph3 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT COST {$000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

214 

060413 

Bpp " p 25,000 


9.OTST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST {$000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




20,154 

Bldg 3 Organizational Maint 

m2 (SF) 

1,486 { 16,000) 

2,537 

(3,770) 

Bldg 14 Tng & Canvas 

m2 (SF) 

647.26 { 6,967) 

1,087 

(704) 

Bldg 15 Weapons Vault/BII Maint 

m2 (SF) 

1,941 ( 20,888) 

2,530 

(4,909) 

Bldg 16 BII Storage 

m2 (SF) 

1,973 ( 21,232) 

1,830 

(3,609) 

Bldg 17 Mess Shelters 

m2 (SF) 

341.88 ( 3,680) 

585.02 

(200) 

Total from Continuation page 




(6,962) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




2,841 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

__ 

__ 

(272) 

Site Imp ( 2,016) Demo{ ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(2,016) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(98) 

Other 

LS 



(455) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




22,995 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,150 

SUBTOTAL 




24,145 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.50%) 




845 

TOTAL REQUEST 




24,990 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




25,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


Description of proposed construction This project constructs 124,327 square feet of 
|vehicle maintenance facilities to complete the California Army National Guard 
| MATES facility at Ft Irwin, California. Training support is enhanced at the Ft 
Irwin CTC with this project which will provide modern facilities for vehicle 
maintenance that allows the collective training of troops both pre and post 
jmobilization. Strategic readiness is enhanced by providing maintenance at 
echelons above the deployable tactical unit level. This is the third and final 
phase of the comprehensive MATES replacement project started in 2001. This 
phase includes additional maintenance bays, weapons vaults, track vehicle wash 
rack, maintenance shelters and other primary and secondary facilities to 
complete the complex. All facilities will be constructed with permanent 
masonry type construction, steel roofing, concrete floors and energy efficient 
mechanical and electrical equipment. Supporting facilities provided in this 
phase include hard surfaced parking, fencing, and sidewalks. Physical security 
measures are incorporated into the design to include maximum feasible standoff 
distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, and 
bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be maintained. All 
facilities will be constructed to current requirements for energy conservation 
and sustainability. Air Conditioning (Estimated 2,040 kWr/580 Tons). 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


PAGE NO. 15 







940 


1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Irwin 

Fort Irwin, California 

4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

Maneuver Area 



060413 1 

i 


COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 


Bldg 18 Maint Shelters 
Bldg 19 Wash Rack 
Bldg 21 Covered GSA Parking 
Bldg 20 Bulk POL Storage 
;Bldg 22 Track Maint Shelter 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
[Antiterror ism Measures 






Unit 

Cost 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

m2 

(SF) 

4,174 ( 

44,928) 

609.88 

(2,546) 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(2,600) 

m2 

(SF) 

312.15 ( 

3,360) 

208.28 

(65) 

m2 

(SF) 

327.67 ( 

3,527) 

924.73 

(303) 

m2 

(SF) 

347.92 ( 

3,745) 

876.62 

(305) 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(381) 

LS 


-- 


__ 

(381); 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(381); 





Total 

6,962 : 


11. REQ: 11,550 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT: Construct 124,327 SF of maintenance facilities to complete the final 


portion of the MATES, Ft. Irwin project. Location is on a 281 acre. Federally 
licensed location on Ft. Irwin. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : Additional maintenance facilities of 124,327 SF is authorized 

and hereby requested to permit organizational and support level maintenance to 
|be performed on equipment trained on and located at Ft. Irwin, CA. (A 281 Acre 
ite is licensed to the California National Guard.) 

CU RRENT SITUATION: A three phase replacement plan is approved to completely 


replace the Ft. Irwin ARNG MATES facility. The first two phases are complete 
and operational. Facilities included in this project will complete the modern 
|MATES facility and permit disposition of WWII structures that must be utilized 
until this phase is completed. Maintenance structures that were built in the 
1940s and 1950s are inadequate in every way and cannot be updated or repaired 
without a complete demolition and reconstruction. This project, in effect, 
completes the total replacement of all existing structures. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: This phase includes several facilities that are 

critical for the functional effectiveness of the MATES. Specifically, a BII 
warehouse (Basic Issue Items) is needed to replace old railroad cars that are 
iused to store critical items issued to units training with vehicles stored at 
Ft. Irwin. Without such vehicle specific tools, units are unable to fully 
train with the equipment. Also included in this phase is a track vehicle wash 
facility that removes massive amounts of dirt, mud and grime from the vehicles 
in an environmentally suitable facility that removes contaminates and reuses 
the water. Site improvements and security fencing are also scheduled for this 
|phase and are critical items to the security of the equipment and personnel 
working at the MATES. Should Phase III not be constructed, the government's 
investment in the first two phases will never be fully appreciated, as the 
overall MATES facility will never achieve the full potential and effectiveness 


PAGE NO. 16 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 







941 


1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Irwin 

Fort Irwin, California 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 



Maneuver Area 

Training & Equipment Site Ph 3 


060413 






IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: (CONTINUED) 

originally authorized. 

ADDITIONAL: This project complies with the scope and design criteria of 
National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 dated 30 April 2007 and Design Guide 415-2 
dated 18 May 2006 . The most similar DoD standards for logistics facility 
construction do not address all of the current criteria incorporated in the 
Army National Guard Manuever Area Training Equipment Site (MATES) design and 
thus do not yield accurate cost estimates. Therefore, state historical costs 
for construction of like facilities were used to develop baseline unit cost 
and were adjusted for size, fiscal year and location. Alternative methods of 
meeting this requirement have been explored during project development. This 
project is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. Parametric 
estimates have not been used to develop project costs. This project has been 
coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all physical 
security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force protection 
measures are included. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in 
evaluating this project. This project is the most cost-effective method to 
satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been considered 
for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational considerations, and 
location are incompatible with use by other components . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1,380 

(b) All Other Design Costs 782 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 2, 162 

(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 


nn form -locnr- previous editions may be used internally 
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B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 





Requested 


FY2002 ($000) 

FY2007 ($000) 

FY2013 ($000) 

Authorization 

$21,953 

$20,000 

$25,000 

Authorization of 
Appropriation 

$21,953 

$20,000 

$25,000 

Appropriation 

$21,953 

$20,000 

$25,000 
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FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRDCITCN 


3 . INSTALLATTCN AND LOCATION 


Windsor Locks, Connecticut 

5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 


Maintenance operations full time 5 days/week and 1 weekend /month for IOT Units. 


6. OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARMS Windsor Locks, CT 1.00 miles Aviation Facility 


AMS East Granby, CT 

ARMS Enfield, CT 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 
21419 Combined Support Maintenance 


2.00 miles Aviation Facility 


8,100 m2 (87,184 SF) 
1,669 m2 (17,966 SF) 


32,000 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FDR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANS ION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 08 JAN 2010 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY aaSSTRUCTKN 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATTQ4 AND LOCATION 

Camp Hartell 

Windsor Locks, Connecticut 

INSNO= 09B75 


12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 



STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC TPSN MIDE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

| ALL CIARN3 UNITS 


CEARNG 

4,842 3,747 


Assigned/ Authori zed : 77% 


13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIEWENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

790 

340 

10 

200 

20 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTICN AMD SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Kartell 

Windsor Locks, Connecticut 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Combined Support Maintenance Shop 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY COTE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

214 

090043 

SB ” P 32,000 


9-CDSrr ESTIMATES 


IM (M/E? 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Maintenance Shop 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Ant it error ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


10,414 { 112,094) 


24,716 

(22,940} 

(459) 

(459) 

(467) 

(391) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
Site Imp ( 917) Demo( 

Information Systems 
|Anti terror ism Measures 
Other 


Gutters 

717) 


4,076 

(150) 

(150) 

(1,069) 

(1,634) 

(36) 

(188) 

(849) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.50%) 
DESIGN/ BUILD - DESIGN COST 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


28,792 

1,440 

30,232 

1,058 

1,209 

32,499 

32,000 

(1,249) 


jo. Description of proposed construction A specially designed CSMS/FMS facility of 
[permanent masonry type construction, with sloped standing seam roof, concrete 
floors and energy efficient mechanical and electrical equipment. Supporting 
facilities will include weapons cleaning, maintenance, military vehicle 
[parking and access roads and POV parking, security fencing and dark motor pool 
lighting, vehicle wash system and pump house, loading ramp, flammable 
[materials storage building, controlled waste handling facility, and sidewalks. 
[Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and communication utilities on site 
to the building site will be necessary. Physical security measures will be 
incorporated into design, including maximum feasible standoff distance from 
roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, and berms, heavy 
landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be 
maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be incorporated 
into design, including energy management control systems and high efficiency 
motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Air conditioning: 134 tons. Demolish 1 
building at Bristol Readiness Center, Bristol, CT (TOTAL 3,808 m2/40,986 SF) 
and 26 buildings at Camp Kartell, Windsor Locks, CT (TOTAL 7,952 m2/85,592 
SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 471 kWr/134 Tons) . 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE 
INTEL 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Kartell 

Windsor Locks, Connecticut 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER j 

Combined Support Maintenance Shop 


090043 






11. REQ: 10,414 m2 ADQT: NONE SUB STD : NONE 


PROJECT ; Construct a new combined CSMS/FMS maintenance shop to provide 
support maintenance for vehicles and equipment supported by this shop for 
units of the Connecticut Army National Guard. (Current Mission) (Current 
Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The modernization of this facility is required to maintain 

equipment and ensure the equipment is prepared for mobilization. The CSMS and 
accompanying FMS are ARNG TDA maintenance facilities which provides full-time 
DS and GS level support to the CTARNG units. No other adequate facilities are 
available to support the units. A portion of a 59 acre state-owned site is 
available for this project. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing facilities have a total of 30,877 SF of the 

authorized 112,094 SF. The shop spaces are severely undersized and fragmented. 
All the shops are not located under one roof which impedes efficiency and 
fails to meet general ergonomic standards. The existing facilities include 
multiple wood structures of WWII area. Construction of these facilities range 
from 1943 to 1956, the facilities are extremely outdated and multiple systems 
are failing due to life cycle issues. The existing facilities are inadequate 
in all areas. Heating, lighting, and ventilation are inadequate, creating a 
high risk of life and safety threats and OSHA citations are on-going. Current 
facilities has an ISR rating of F4,Q4. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The quality and quantity of work will continue to 

decrease due to inefficient work and storage areas, while the workload and 
complexity of tasks for the shop continue to increase . Performance of 
administrative and maintenance duties will continue to decline in the absence 
of well -organized work spaces. With this diminished quality and quantity of 
work, the readiness of the Connecticut Army National Guard will deteriorate 
and well as the health and welfare of the CSMS and FMS employees. Size and 
capacity is in accordance with NG Pam 415-12, for a maintenance shop which is 
designed to accommodate an organization of the strength and type of units that 
will occupy the facility upon completion. The State Guard/Reserve Forces 
Facilities Board certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
potential. Unilateral construction is recommended. 

ADDITIONAL : Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 

development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13422 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 




A. Estimated Design Data: 




(1) 

Status : 





(a) Date Design Started 


OCT 

2010 


(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012.... 



65 


(c) Date 35% Designed 


JUN 

2011 


(d) Date Design Complete 


OCT 

2012 


(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 


NO 


(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 





(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will 

be 



documented during the final design. 




(2) 

Basis : 





(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 




(3) 

Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): 


($000) 


(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. 





(b) All Other Design Costs 



966 


(c) Total Design Cost 


1 

136 


(d) Contract 



966 


(e) In-house 



— 

(4) 

Construction Contract Award 


OCT 

2012 

(5) 

Construction Start 


DEC 

2012 

(6) 

Construction Completion 


OCT 

2015 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will 

be provided from 

other appropriations : 






Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation 

Or Request 

:ed 

($000) 

IT 

OPA 

2014 


576 

ESS (214L) 

OPA 

2014 


673 



TOTAL 


1,249 


CFMO Name : COL Gerald Lukowski 





Phone Number: 860-493-2725 





DD 


FORM 
DEC 76 


1391C 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 PEE 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
TS BETS 

Bethany Beach, Delaware 


INSNCfc 10A05 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
1.05 


FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Support logistical and operational activities for training 350 days/year. 


6. OTHER ACITVE/GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 



ARNG 

Seaford, DE 

25.00 miles 

Armory 

1,669 

(17,966 SF) 

ARNG 

Dagsboro, DE 

8.00 miles 

Armory 

1,669 

(17,966 SF) 

ARNG 

Milford, DE 

20.00 miles 

Armory 

1,669 

(17,966 SF) 

AR 

Lewis, DE 

10.00 miles 

Center 

1,669 

(17,966 SF) 

USAF 

Dover, DE 

50.00 miles 

Base 

1,669 

(17,966 SF) 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 





CATEGORY 




COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

START CMFL 


17120 Regional Training Institute Phi 1,293 m2 (13,920 SF) 


5,500 OCT 2010 JIN 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCM4ENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. THE BOARD RECCPMEMIATICNS ARE 
UNILATERAL OBSTRUCTION. 


24 MAR 2011 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COOT 

($000) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN OOMPLEIED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11 . PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 05 AUG 2011 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


ENLISTED 

2 


OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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i. aMPGNEPrr 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD At® RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

1 3 . INSTALLATION AND lOCATICN 


TS BBTS 

INSNCfc 10A05 


Bethany Beach, Delaware 



12 . RESERVE UNIT DMA 


U NIT DESIGNATION 
(HQ DE ARMS KBS TNG) 


UIC TPSN MIDE/TDA 

W8F6AA 66751 NGW8F6AA 


AOTHORIZED 


ACTUAL 
32 


Assigned/Authorized: 123% 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HETT 

TOTALS 


ADIHORIZED 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 

0 

0 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 







950 




1,293 ( 13,920) 



COST ($000) 


4,051 

(3,731) 

(76) 

(76) 

(78) 

(90) 




ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Regional Trn Inst Gen Inst Fac 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Anti terrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Site Imp ( 299) Demo ( 286) 

Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Fire Lane Pavement 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.48%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


io. Descript ion ot proposed construction A specially designed Instructional building of 

permanent masonry type construction, brick and concrete block units with 
concrete floors, and a built-up or single membrane roof. A one story structure 
with mechanical and electrical equipment. Outside supporting facilities 
include sidewalks, exterior fire protection and outside lighting. Physical 
security measures will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible 
standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, 
heavy landscaping and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot 
be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be incorporated 
into the design, including energy management control systems and high 
efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Demolish 7 buildings (TOTAL 
1,586 m2 / 17 , 068 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 165 kWr/47 Tons). 

11- REQ: 1,293 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Phase I will construct 13,920 SF of education facility consisting of 
classrooms, multi-purpose training area, training aid storage and toilets to 
fill the RTI requirement for instructional space. Facility will be built on 
State property. (Current Mission) 


PREVIOUS H3ITICNS MAY BE USED DTIERNftLLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to provide a high technology training 

complex for Signal, CST and Leadership instruction for units of the Delaware 
Army National Guard and will serve as a regional facility for active and 
reserve units . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The training mission of the Delaware National Guard is 

currently conducted in 23 buildings built in 1937. The current individual 
buildings are undersized and unsuitable for renovation. The operating and 
energy costs for these facilities is increasing every year. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Present facility deficiencies will continue to 

negatively impact troop moral and training proficiency. Fewer school spaces 
will be available due to limited space and overall readiness will be 
negatively effected. The facility is the states largest energy user per SF 
based on condition of buildings and the campus theme of the training site. The 
states ability to pay energy bills state wide will effect the future viability 
of the site. The state's SRM budget also can not continue to sustain the 
current facilities in the ISR Red condition, 

ADDITIONAL : Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development and construction of the project in accordance with Executive Order 
13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has been 
coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all physical 
security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force protection 
measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have 
been explored during project development. This project is the only feasible 
option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been considered 
for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational considerations, and 
location are incompatible with use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete JUN 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 304 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Bethany Beach 

Training Site 


Bethany Beach, 

Delaware 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Regional Training Institute Phi 

100010 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(b) All Other Design Costs.. 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award.. 

(5) Construction Start 

(6) Construction Completion 


172 

o 

476 

OCT 2012 
DEC 2012 
OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000 


Requested 

FY2013 ($000) Not Yet Programmed ($000) 


Authorization 

$5,500 

$14,000 

Authorization of 

$5,500 

$14,000 

Appropr i a t i on 



Appropriation 

$5,500 

$14,000 



CFMO Name: COL Christopher Prosser 
Phone Number: 302-326-7130 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CDM3THUCTICN 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Hmo3 {Snake Creek TS) 
Miramar, Florida 


INSND= 12150 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
.93 


5. FREQUENCY A3® TYPE OF UTILIZATICN 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2 -day training assentoly 2-3 times/month. 


6 . OTHER ACITVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATICNS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS’ 

USOG Miami, FL. 30.00 miles Aviation Facility 1,669 (17,966 SF) 
DGD Miami, FL 35.00 miles Aviation Facility 1,669 {17,966 SF) 
USAFR Homestead, FL 40.00 miles Aviation Facility 1,669 {17,966 SF) 


PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROTECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER 


9,318 m2 {100,296 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
( $000) START CMPL 
20,000 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECCfMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


25 JAN 2010 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


{Number of acres) 


10 . PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PRO J ECT TITLE 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CQNSTRUCTTCN OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


COST 

($ 000 ) 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 MAY 2010 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


2 

13 


OFFICER ENL ISTED 
457 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CENSTRUCnCN 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Hmo3 (Snake Creek TS) 

INSN0= 12150 


Miramar, Florida 





12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 

UNIT DESIGNATION 
GO A (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
HHC (BN INFANTRY BATTALICN) 
CO E (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

(END GEN FORCE ARMY BA) 


r UNITS THAT MUST TRAIN CN THE SAME WEEKEND. 


UIC 

WP5NA0 

WP5NT0 


TPSN 

13053 

13053 

13053 

31212 


MIOE/TDA 

07415GNG04 

07415GNG04 

63335CNG15 

021100^303 


AUTHORIZED 

136 

208 

127 


ACIUAL 

115 

135 


Assigned/ Author! zed: 58% 


13. MAJOR B3UIEWENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR P0LLUTTCN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND IOCA.TION 

Snake Creek Training Site 
Miramar, Florida 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

171 

120102 

20,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E? 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Readiness Center 
Energy Management Control Syste 
iSust a inability/ Energy Measures 
Ant it error ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


9,318 ( 100,296) 


15, 974 
(14,944 
(360) 
( 220 ) 
(250 
( 200 ) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


iElectric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Site Imp ( 400) Demo ( ) 

|Anti terror ism Measures 

Other 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


2,427 

(83) 

( 200 ) 

(915) 

(400) 

( 201 ) 

(628) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.49%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


18,401 

920 


19,321 

674 


19,995 

20,000 

C 


io. Description of Proposed construction a specially designed Readiness Center of permanent 
jmasonry type construction, brick and concrete block units with concrete 
floors, and a built-up or single membrane roof. A two-story structure with 
mechanical and electrical equipment. Outside supporting facilities include 
imilitary and privately-owned vehicle parking, fencing, sidewalks, exterior 
fire protection, outside lighting, access roads, detached facility sign, wash 
iplatform, fuel storage and dispensing system, and flagpole. Physical security 
measures will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible standoff 
distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy 
landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be 
maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be incorporated 
into design, including energy management control systems and high efficiency 
[motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Demolish 1 building at Hollywood Readiness 
Center, Hollywood, FL (TOTAL 1,100 m2/ll,838 SF) , 1 building at Miami Land 
Lease, Miami, FL (TOTAL 297 m2/3,200 SF) , 2 buildings at Miami Readiness 
Center, Miami, FL (TOTAL 268 m2/2,880 SF) , and 1 building at North Miami 
Readiness Center, North Miami, FL (TOTAL 1,728 m2/18,595 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 1,175 kWr/334 Tons). 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
USTITL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Snake Creek Training Site 
Miramar, Florida 


4 -PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 

120102 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

(Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been considered 
for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational considerations, and 
location are incompatible with use by other components . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1 , 104 

(b) All Other Design Costs 626 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 528 

(e) In-house l, 202 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


EDITIONS MAY BE USED 


UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD i dec 1 76 1391C 


PREVIOUS 


INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 

FY 2013 

ARNG 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Snake Creek Training Site 

Mi r amar , Florida 


4 , PROJECT TITLE 


I 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 



120102 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procux-ing Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriat ion Or Requested ($000) 


PAGE NO. 36 


CFMO Name: LTC Mark Widener 
Phone Number: 904-823-0250 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn form n ' ql ' r " 
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COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESEK\ 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
MIC Camp Blanding 


5. FREQUENCY AM) TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Reservists: 0 nights/week. Full-Time Personnel: 0 days/week. 


6. OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 


Jacksonville - Ceci 
Jacksonville - Snyd 


40.00 miles Aviation Facility 


10,765 m2 (115,872 SF) 

3,190 m2 (34,336 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


17901 Combined ARms Collective Training Facility 5,417 m2 (58,312 SF) 


($000) ST ART CMPL 
9,000 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FAC I LITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRICTION. 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


) SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 15 JUN 2010 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. CCMPCNENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

[ 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MIC Camp Bland! ng 

INSNO= 12A01 


Starke, Florida 




12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA. 

UNIT DESIGNATION 
(ACT CAMP BLANDING TOG) 

CD A (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
CD B (BN INFANTRY BATTALION} 
CD C (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
CD D (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
HHC (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 

CD A (BN BRIGADE SPECIAL TR) 
CD B (BN BRIGADE SPECIAL TR) 
CD C (BN BRIGADE SPECIAL TR) 
HHC (BN BDE SPEC TROOPS BN) 
BTRY A (BN FIRES BN, 105T (IB) 
BTRY B (BN FIRES BN, 10ST (IB) 
CO A (BN INFANTRY BATIALICN) 
CD B (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
CD C (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
CD D (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
HHC (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 

CO A (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

00 B (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

CD C (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

00 D (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

CD E (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

CO F (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

00 G (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

HHC (BN BSB IBCT ABN) 

(CO MP CD COMBAT StJPPO) 

CD A (TRP RECONNAISSANCE SQ) 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


14, OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR PQLLUTICN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


MIDE/IDA 

NGW7Q6AA 

074150*304 

074150*304 

074150*304 

074 150*304 

074150*304 

77405GNG09 

774050*309 

774050*309 

774050*309 

061250*313 

061250*313 

074150*304 

074150*304 

074150*304 

074150*304 

074150*304 

633350X315 

633350*315 

633350*315 

633350*315 

633350*315 

633350*315 

633350*315 

633350*315 

194770*301 

174950*334 


AUTHORIZED 



131 

131 

131 

79 

211 

174 

158 

125 

102 

127 

127 

92 


151 

82 


99 

103 

74 

136 


39 

48 

6 

33 


Assigned/ Authorized: 71% 


AUTHORIZE D 

473 

225 

1 
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l.CXMPQNEHT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSmiATICW AND LOCATION 

Camp Blanding Maneuver Training Center 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

Combined Arms Collective Training 


jStarke, Florida 

Facility 


6 .CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 





Auth 

0505896A 

179 


120192 

' W ” E ’ 9,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 

m ■! 



7,094 

Retrofit Ex. Bldg (Elec/Data) 

n2 (SF) 

2,028 ( 21,830) 

602.78 

(1,222) 

Police Station Bldg (2 Story) 

m2 (SF) 

438.32 ( 4,718) 

1,211, 

(531) 

Business Bldg 1 

Jl2 (SF) 

107.02 ( 1,152) 

1,211 

(130) 

Business Bldg 2 

m2 (SF) 

107.02 ( 1,152) 

1,211 

(130) 

Business Bldg 3 

n2 (SF) 

107.02 ( 1,152) 

1,211 

(130) 

Total from Continuation page 




(4,951) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




1,215 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

__ 

__ 

(53) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(18) 

Other 

LS 



(1,144) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




8,309 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




415 

SUBTOTAL 




8,724 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.10%) 




270 

TOTAL REQUEST 




8,994 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




9,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(0) 


i<>. Description of proposed construction Expand and rehabilitate the current Combined Arms 
Collective Training Facility { CACTF ) buildings of an existing facility. New 
Primary Facilities include a church, eight residences without basements, three 
|one- story business/store, one warehouse, a police station with a partial 
second story, a cemetery, and installing electrical and data services to the 
existing facilities. Supporting facilities include range operation center, 
latrine, site preparation, grading, utilities, and storm drainage. Targetry 
and instrumentation systems will be provided by Other Procurement Army (OPA) 
appropriations. The new residences will feature CMU "courtyards" to mimic 
current military theaters. Air Conditioning (Estimated 32 kWr/9 Tons). 


11. REQ: 
PROJECT : 


5,417 m2 ADQT: 
Construct an expansion of 


NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

Combined Arms Collective Training 
Facility (CACTF) . This project will also upgrade the existing buildings for 
data and electricity to meet current CACTF targetry requirements. (Current 
Misison) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; This project is required to provide facilities for training 
units of the Army National Guard/Reserve in tactics and techniques required 
for urban operations under simulated combat conditions. As more of the world 
[mission becomes urban in nature, the need for members and units of the United 


PREVIOUS EDITTCNS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Blanding Maneuver Training Cent 

Starke, Florida 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Combined Arms 

Collective Training Facility 

120192 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 

Cost 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) | 

Residential (8 Bldg) 

m2 

(SF) 

813.09 ( 

8,752) 

1,211 

(985) 

Warehouse /Market Bldg 

m2 

(SF) 

386.29 ( 

4,158} 

1,211 

(468) 

Church Bldg /Cemetery 

m2 

(SF) 

240.25 { 

2,586) 

1,211 

(291) 

Soccer Field 

Streets, Parking & Turn Pads 

LS 

m2 

(SY) 

14,779 { 

17,675) 

53.82 

(92) 

(795) 

Range Ops Center (ROC) 

m2 

(SF) 

185.81 ( 

2,000) 

1,776 

(330) 

Fencing/Courtyard (CMU) 

m 

(LF) 

1,006 { 

3,300) 

270.67 

(272) 

After Action Review Bldg 

m2 

(SF) 

240.80 ( 

2,592) 

1,776 

(428) 

Latrine 

m2 

(SF) 

27.87 ( 

300) 

2,099 

(59) 

School Bldg (2 Story) 

m2 

(SF) 

772.95 ( 

8,320) 

1,211 

(936) 

Target Ops & Stor Bldg 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,437 

(107) 

Covered Mess 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

645.86 

(48) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 




Total 

(140) 

4,951 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 

States Military to become proficient in urban military operations becomes 
critical. A facility of this type is necessary for both individual and small 
unit training, since urban operations are characterized by semi - independent 
actions by small units to accomplish the methodical clearance cf assigned 
zones . 

CURRENT SITUATION: At present, there is an existing MOUT facility at Camp 

Blanding for the FLARNG personnel to acquire and maintain the proficiency 
required in urban operations. This facility does not have power or data 
connections; therefore, it is inadequate. With the greater need for exposure 
to urban operations training, units are in dire need of this type of facility 
with the power and data connections. This site will be a critical training 
tool and will allow for a more controlled and realistic environment to train 
our soldiers for urban warfare. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The ability to meet readiness, combat preparedness 

and training objectives will continue to be adversely affected if personnel 
are not provided with the proper facilities that they critically need. If this 
project is not approved and funded, the soldiers and units deploying will be 
unprepared for combat . 

ADDITIONAL: Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn form -i-iqip 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED 1 DEC 
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ADDITIONAL : ( CONTINUED) 

all physical security measures are included. All required anti- terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army {Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by 
other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon project engineering 
design was used to develop this budget estimate. 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 100 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 


{a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+{e): 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. 

(b) All Other Design Costs 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 


($000) 

499 

283 


(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Blanding Maneuver Training Cent 

Starke, Florida 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Combined Arms 

Collective Training Facility 

120192 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procux'ing Appropriated Cost 

Nome n c 1 a t ur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NONE 
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CFMO Name: LTC Mark Widener 
Phone Number: 904-823-0250 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

GUNG Barrigada Complex 

INSNCfc GQ012 

COST INDEX 

Barrigada, Guam 



2.64 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Maintenance cperations full tine 5 days/week and 1 weekend/ncanth for IDT Units. 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSINUATIONS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 




AR 

Barrigada, GU 

1.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

6,283 m2 

(67,635 SF) 

2003 

ANG 

Andersen Air Force 

12.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

2,360 m2 

(25,400 SF) 

2004 

USNR 

Naval Base, GU 

11.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

929 m2 

(10,000 SF) 

2005 

DS03 

Naval Base, GU 

11.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,858 m2 

(20,000 SF) 

1970 

ARNG 

Fort Juan Muna, GQ 

3.00 miles 

Training Center 

52,609 m2 

(566,280 SF) 

1981 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 






CATEGORY 




COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

START 

CMPL 

17142 

JFHQ PH4 

1,338 m2 (14,406 SF) 

8,500 

OCT 2010 

OCT 2012 


8 . STATE GUARD/ RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 30 JUN 2010 

FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSJCN. THE BOARD REIXIWENDATICNS ARE (Date) 

UNILATERAL CCNSTRUCITCN. 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 

None 

(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

POPE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE {$qqq) 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 0 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF .17 OCT 2010 


PERMANENT 


GUA RD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


TOTAL 

10 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


OFFICER E NLISTED 
87 362 

67 259 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COVEPCNENr 

ARN3 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FES 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND lOCATTCN 



Gung Barrigada Ccnplex 

INSNO= GQ012 


Barrigada, Guam 





12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 

UNIT DESKaCOTCW 
(TRP TROOP CMD) 

(CM) GUARNG ELE, JT FO) 

CX) A (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
CO B (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 



MIOB/TDA 

N3W79GAA 

NGW7TTAA 

07215GNG01 

072150J301 


AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


159 

131 

131 


Assigned/ Authorized: 72% 


Construct a new Assembly Hall and the infrastructure to support, this facility as an addition to the 
exsiting Readiness Center. Location is in the Federally licensed, GUARNG Barrigada Ccrrplex. 


13. MAJOR S2UIEMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 
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1 . COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


ARNG ( 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Barrigada Complex 
Ba r r i gada , Guam 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


5, PROJECT NUMBER 


JFHQ 


Ph4 


140040 


REQUIREMENT : This new facility is required to serve the Peacetime and 

Mobilization mission of the GU ARNG. This space provides the required assembly 
area to support these units. The previous phases of construction have not 
included the assembly hall . This facility will provide a venue to support 
Soldier Readiness Processing in support of mobilization for combat and 
emergency operations, as well as becoming a centralized Family Assistance 
Center, and will allow relocation of the current with a Pass and ID center. 

The vacated space will be re-utilized as general office space. Federally owned 
land is available for this project. 

CURRENT SITUATION: GUARNG has no existing assembly hall. Recent training 

events requiring an adequate facility to hold these units include requesting 
for use of the Naval Hospital Auditorium for required post -deployment briefs, 
the use of Meehan Theater at Andersen Air Force Base for Command Briefing and 
the use of the University of Guam's Field House for a post -deployment 
ceremony. Official visitors are currently only able to address GUARNG Soldiers 
in groups or outdoors, subject to the weather. If this facility is not built, 
the units of the GUARNG will always be a second priority for the respective 
entities that currently allow the use of their facilities. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If the project is not approved, the units will lack 

the ability to meet unit readiness, recruiting and retention, and training 
objectives. Delays in the funding of this project will force the use of an 
inadequately-sized facility and will result in a negative impact on troop 
readiness, health and morale. The lack of proper and adequate training 
facilities will impair the attainment of required mobilization readiness 
levels . 

ADDITIONAL : This project complies with the scope and design of National Guard 

Pamphlet 415-12 dated 1 Jun 2011 and Design Guide 415-1 dated 11 December 
2007. This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti -terrorism/force protection measures are included. Alternative methods of 
meeting this requirement have been explored during project development. This 
project is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. Mission 
requirements, operational considerations, and location are incompatible with 
use by other components . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 
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1 . COMPONENT 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Barrigada Complex 


Barrigada , Guam 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

JFHQ Ph4 

140040 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 


(b) All Other Design Costs 248 

(c) Total Design Cost . 292 

(d) Contract 248 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Reques ted ($qqq) 

NONE 

Requested 



FY2000 ($000) 

FY2002 ($000) 

FY2003 ($000) 

FY2013 ($000) 

Authorization 

$8,238 

$7,748 

$6,968 

$8,500 

Authorization of 

Appropriation 

$8,238 

$7,748 

$6,968 

$8,500 

Appropriation 

$8,238 

$7,748 

$6,968 

$8,500 


DD 


FORM 
1 DEC 76 


1391C 


CFMO Name: LTC Norman Limtiaco 

Phone Number: 671-735-0480 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
military cooam® 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Kalaeloa 

Kapolei, Hawaii 


AREA CONSTRIJCTICM 
CDST INDEX 
2.12 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/ week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 tiires/month . 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


ANG 

Kalaeloa, HI 

1.00 miles 

ANG Center 

52,609 

(566,280 SF) 

USA 

Wheeler Army Airfie 

18.00 miles 

Base 

52,609 

(566,280 SF) 

USA 

Fort Shafter, HI 

13.00 miles 

Base 

52,609 

(566,280 SF) 

AKNG 

Wahiawa, HI 

22.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

52,609 

(566,280 SF) 

US03 

Kalaeloa, HI 

1.00 miles 

Base 

52,609 

(566,280 SF) 

USA 

Schofield Army Base 

18.00 miles 

Base 

52,609 

(566,280 SF) 

[7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 





CATEGORY 




COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

START CMPL 

21110 

ARMY AVIATION SUPPORT FACILIT Phi 6,221 m2 (66,961 SF) 

28,000 

OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY TOE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. TOE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


11 AUG 2011 
(Date) 


.9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PR OJECT TITLE 

READINESS CENTER (JFHQ-HIARNG) 

DEFERRED SIJSmiNMENT, RESTORATION , AND MCDERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($000) 

55,000 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND TOE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF TOE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 01 NOV 2011 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


OFF ICER 

3 


ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


TOTAL 

309 

298 


ENLISTED 

259 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. CCMPCNENT 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

2. DATE 

ARMS 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . mSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Kalaeloa 

INSM3= 15001 


Kapolei, Hawaii 




12, RESERVE UNIT DATA 


UNIT DESIGNATION 


(BQP HI ARKKj AVN SPT F) 

CD B (BN GEN SPT AVN BN} 

CD D DET 1 (BN GEN SPT AVN BN} 

CD E DET 1 (BN GEN SPT AVN SSI} 

HHC DET 1 (BN GEN SPT AVN BN} 

CD B (BN AVN SPT BN (THEATE) 

(DET ENGR FFTG TM - FI) 

CD B DET 2 (92 AVN SECURITY AND S) 
DET 1, CD C (BN ASSAULT BN (UH-60)) 


UIC 

W89LAA 

WPIBBO 

WP1BD1 

WP1BE1 

WP1BIT 


AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


WPKTAA 

WYKQ32 

WYKKC1 


20122 

20122 

20122 

20122 

20102 

30523 

04740 

20123 


01435GNG01 

01435GN301 

014350*301 

014350*301 

634150*345 

05510ANG02 

013650*305 

014050*304 


5 

129 


Assigned/ Author! zed : 96% 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

C-12D/F/R 

C-12J 

C-23 

C-26 

UC-35 

OH- 58 

OH-58D 

UH-1 

AH- 64 

UH-60 

UH-72A 

CH-47 

TOTALS 


0 

2 

1 

12 


14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTICN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARNG j 

3 . INSTALLATION AND IOCATICW 

Kalaeloa Readiness Center 
Kapolei, Hawaii 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT j 6.CATB30: 


06 FEB 2012 


6 .CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

211 

150023 


ARMY AVIATION SUPPORT FACILITY Phi 

r NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST ($000) 

Auth 

150023 7 >R.nnn 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Aviation Opns Sprt Building 
Aviation Hangar O&M 
Energy Management Control Syste LS 
Sustainability /Energy Measures LS 
Anti terrorism Measures LS 

Building Information Systems LS 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service LS 

Water, Sewer, Gas LS 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters LS 
Storm Drainage LS 

Site Imp ( 590) Demo ( ) LS 

Information Systems LS 

Antiterrorism Measures LS 

Other LS 


1,726 ( 18,579) 
4,495 ( 48,382) 



COST ($000) 


19,053 

(5,066) 

(13,191) 

( 100 ) 

(371) 

(175) 

(150) 

6,724 

(730) 

(545) 

(2,589) 

(725) 

(590) 

(50) 

(483) 

( 1 , 012 ) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 25,777 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 1,289 
SUBTOTAL 27,066 
SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.42%) 926 
TOTAL REQUEST 27,992 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 28,000 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP () 


io. D escription of proposed construction A specially designed aviation facility of 

permanent masonry and steel construction with standing seam prefinished metal 
roof, concrete floor, and mechanical and electrical equipment. Supporting 
facilities include flexible pavement for private vehicle parking, rigid and 
flexible paving for aircraft parking/tie down pads, aviation lighting, 
exterior lighting, fire protection, utility system connections, back-up 
generator and fencing. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
design including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas, 
and vehicle unloading areas. Berms, heavy landscaping and bollards will be 
used to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be maintained. 
Construction will be to LEED Silver. Demolish 1 building at Fort Ruger, 
Honolulu, HI (TOTAL 1,322 m2/14,232 SF) , 1 building at Hilo Army Aviation 
Support Facility 2, Hilo, HI (TOTAL 372 m2/4,000 SF) , 9 buildings at Kalaeloa 
Readiness Center, Kapolei, HI (TOTAL 3,429 m2/36,910 SF) , and 4 buildings at 
Keaukaha Military Reservation Training Site , Hilo, HI (TOTAL 1,492 m2/16,057 
SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 844 kWr/240 Tons) . 

11- RSQ: 6,221 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : This project is to construct Phase 1 of an Army Aviation Support 
Facility to serve the peace time missions of the assigned units. The space 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Kalaeloa Readiness Center 

Kapolei, Hawaii 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

ARMY AVIATION 

SUPPORT FACILITY Ph 1 


150023 1 

! 


PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 

will permit all maintenance personnel to perform the necessary tasks that will 
improve the units readiness posture. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT : This is Phase 1 of a multi -phased project for a specially 

designed aviation facility. Phase 1 will provide 6,221 SM (66,961 SF) of a 
total requirement of 15,872 SM (170,841 SF) . To provide for continuity of 
operations during construction of subsequent phases, it will include an 
additional 5,765 SF of unfinished space on the second floor of the operations 
support building. The unfinished space is a result of the need for a 
monolithic pour of concrete on the second floor of the structure which will 
both serve to stabilize the current structure as well as provide the floor for 
the Phase 2 build out of the operations support building. Additionally, after 
examining other options, pouring the second floor concrete during this phase 
will prevent significant damage from water dissipation that would otherwise 
occur if this concrete was poured during Phase 2 construction. Phase 2 will 
include build out of the operations, completion of allied shops and hangar, 
and supporting facilities to include ground support equipment storage, and 
mechanically ventilated aircraft storage hangar, as well as rigid and flexible 
pavements, aircraft parking/tie down pads, aviation lighting, and an aircraft 
wash facility. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing AASF buildings are located at Wheeler Army 

Air Field (WAAF) . The land belongs to USA Garrison-Hawaii and the Aviation 
Unit Readiness Center is collocated. The existing AASF is a 44,125 SF facility 
constructed in 1976, which consists of allied shops, operations, and a 
maintenance hangar that can only hold 3 CH-47 with blades simultaneously at 
one time or a similar combination of CH-47 and UH 60 aircraft. ISR quality and 
mission ratings are red, and the quantity rating is black. The existing ASSF 
facility is less than 25% of requirement. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Without this project the aviation units' readiness 

will be adversely affected due to limiting maintenance support capabilities. 
There are critical deficiencies in the current buildings housing the AASF that 
cannot be corrected adequately to keep valuable airframes in condition for 
combat missions. The aircraft parked outside are vulnerable to damage from 
weather and foreign object debris (FOD) which is exacerbated by the 
deteriorating pavements in the vicinity of the existing hangar. Project delay 
puts valuable aircraft and soldiers at higher risk of Aviation accidents 
resulting in potential loss of lives and aircraft. 

ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet the requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. All required anti- terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. An economic analysis has been prepared and 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn FORM 1^910 
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T . COMPONENT 

2. DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY 

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Kalaeloa Readiness Center 


Kapolei, Hawaii 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

ARMY AVIATION SUPPORT FACILITY Ph 1 

150023 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

utilized in evaluating this project. The project is the best method to satisfy 
the requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. Mission 
requirements, operational considerations, and location are incompatible with 
use by other components . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 547 

(b) All Other Design Costs 877 

(c) Total Design Cost q 

(d) Contract 2 , 424 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award FEB 2013 

(5) Construction Start MAR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


DD 3 dec” is iSSiC 



PAGE NO. 53 


PREVIOUS 


INTERNALLY 




975 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Kalaeloa Readiness Center 
Kapolei, Hawaii 

rriiojiCT^TITLi S . PROJECT NUMBER 

ARMY AVIATION SUPPORT FACILITY Ph 1 150023 


1 12 . SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenc 1 atur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


CFMO Name : LTC Mar j ean Stubbert 
Phone Number: 808-672-1530 


ntMTWT/Arro EDITIONS MAY BE USED 


UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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FY 2013 GUARD AM) RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


3 . 3NCTALLATION AND LOCATION 


4 . AREA OONSTRDCTICN 


5. FREJQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Acknin, logistical and operational activities for training 365 days/year. 

6. OTHER ACTTVE/GUARD/RESEKVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 

ARMS Mountain Heme, ID 15.00 miles Armory 

USAF Mountain Heme AFB, 25.00 miles Base 

AFK3 Gowen Field, ID 19.00 miles Base 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 
72114 ORTC (Barracks) Ph2 


15,025 m2 (161,727 SF) 


(566,280 SF) 
(566,280 SF) 
(566,280 SF) 


($000) START CMPL 
40,000 NOV 2010 JUL 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD REO>WENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN . THE BOARD RECOMMENDATION ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9 . LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


COMi PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 586 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 

11. PERSONNEL STRENGIH AS OF 19 SEP 2011 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


590 3,078 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


PAGE NO. 55 




CX>!PQNEWr 

ARMS 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERV. 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 






Orchard MATES 

INSN0= 

16A22 




Boise, Idaho 






12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 










STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

IDAHO (BN ARNG RECRUIT & RET) 

W77716 

56751 

NGW777AA 

41 

52 

(DET 101 CST (V«®)) 

W7AHAA 

56951 

NGW7AHAA 

22 

16 

(ACT INST SFT UNIT QCW) 

W7XEAA 

66751 

N3W7XEAA 

123 

64 

(ACT REGIONAL TNG SITE) 

W7XGAA 

66751 

NGW7XGAA 

16 

16 

ID OP SET AIRLIFT DET 35 (STA ARM) OP SPT AIRLI 

W7Y435 

46591 

NGW7Y4AA 

8 

16 

(HO IDARNG ELE, JT EGR) 

W8ARAA 

56751 

N3W8ARAA 

196 

154 

(1}Q ID ARNG REG TNG) 

W8F9AA 

66751 

NGW8F9AA 

63 

21 

(DET MED DEM') 

W823AA 

56751 

M3W8Z3AA 

62 

47 

CO A (BN GENERAL SIT AVN BN) 

WPFEAO 

04740 

01305GNG07 

35 

37 

DET 1 CO D (BN GENERAL SIT AVN BN) 

WPFED1 

04740 

013050*307 

16 

23 

DEM 1 CO E (BN GENERAL SPT AVN BN) 

WPFEEl 

04740 

01305GNG07 

10 

6 

HHC DET 1 (BN GENERAL SPT AVN BN) 

WPFET1 

04740 

01305GN307 

2 

2 

DET 1 (CO ENGINEER SUPPORT C) 

WFM9A1 

20515 

054190*302 

30 

34 

DET 2 (CO ENGINEER SUPPORT C) 

WEW9A2 

20515 

054190*302 

30 

28 

(CO ENGINEER SUPPORT C) 

WFM9AA 

20515 

054190*302 

61 

67 

(DET ENGR FFIG TM - FI) 

WEMDAA 

30524 

05510ANG02 

7 

8 

(BND GEN FORCE ARMY BA) 

WQJ5AA 

31212 

021100*305 

41 

45 

(DET ENGR FFIG TM - FI) 

WQV1AA 

30523 

0551QANG02 

7 

9 

CO A (BN BRIGADE SUPPORT BN) 

WIQ2A0 

12116 

633250*303 

65 

89 

CO A DET 1 (BN BRIGADE SUPPORT BN) 

WTQ2A1 

12116 

633250*303 

80 

30 

CO A (BN BRIGADE SUPPORT BN) 

WIQ2A2 

12116 

633250*303 

35 

73 

CO B (BN BDE SPT BN (HBCT) ) 

W1X32BO 

12116 

633250*303 

191 

78 

CO B DET 1 (BN BRIGADE SUPPORT BN) 

WTQ2B1 

12116 

633250*303 

44 

43 

CO C (EN BDE SPT BN (HBCT) ) 

WTQ2C0 

12116 

633250*303 

138 

75 

CD D (BN BDE SPT BN (HBCT) ) 

WIQ2D0 

12116 

633250*303 

147 

154 

CO G (BN BDE SPT BN (HBCT) } 

WIQ2G0 

12116 

633250*303 

115 

130 

00 G (BN BRIGADE SUPPORT BN) 

WIQ2G1 

12116 

633250*303 

20 

19 

WITS NOT SHOWN 




1,899 

1,801 





3,668 

3,308 

Total Units Not Shown = 26 



Assigned/ Authorized: 90% 

13. MAJOR EQUITMENT AND AIRCRAFT 






TYPE 



AUTHORIZED 


ACTUAL 

WHEELED 



1,246 


1,237 

TRAILERS 



725 


718 

TRACKED 



363 


363 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 



17 


13 

FUEL TRUCK 



55 


36 

HET 



7 


5 

TOTALS 



2,413 


2,372 

14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 



($000) 



A. AIR POLLUTION 



0 



B. WATER POLLUTION 



0 



C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 



0 




PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE LGED INTERNALLY m fC RM n Q 0q? 

IMTL EXHAUSTED 70 




978 


1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FSB 2012 


3 . IKSTAUATIOJ AND lOCATION 

Orchard Mates Readiness Center 
Boise, Idaho 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 


QRTC (Barracks) Ph2 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

?. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

721 

160100 

40 , 000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UNIT COST 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Battalion HQs 

Company Supply & Administration 
Company Sheds ( 6 } 

Vehicle Maintenance Warehouse 
Enlisted Barracks {3 EA 2 -Story 
Total from Continuation page 


(SF) 

(SF) 

(SF) 

(SF) 

(SF) 


1,044 

1,819 

445.93 

1,101 

8,517 


11,237) 

19,579) 

4,800) 

11,855) 

91,677) 


2,099 

2,088 

914.94 

1,356 

1,787 


29, 877 
(2,191) 
(3,798) 
(408) 
(1,494) 
(15,218) 
(6,768) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Other 


7,112 

(7,112) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.28%) 

ITOTAL REQUEST 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

[OFFSET DEMOLITION COST 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


36,989 
1,849 
38,838 
1,274 
40,112 
40,000 
2,308 
( 0 ) 


Description of proposed construction This project consists of a specially designed 
complex to provide housing for 680 unaccompanied enlisted, noncommissioned 
[officers and officers for training and mobilization at the Gowen Field 
Mobilization Station and Orchard Training Area (OTA) Mobilization and Training 
Equipment Site (MATES) . This ORTC barracks will provide training support and 
training enabling facilities to provide trained and ready forces. The complex 
will also be used for collective training, mobilization and AC/RC 
Institutional Training (excluding trainee barracks) . It will be constructed as 
a permanent facility with materials consisting of CMU with brick veneer and a 
metal standing seam roof. The facility will include open bay rooms, private 
rooms and latrine combinations. Laundry and lounge areas will occupy the 
remainder of the facility. Supporting facilities will include privately owned 
vehicle parking, access roads, curbs and gutters, sidewalks, exterior 
lighting, exterior fire protection and utilities as required. This project 
requires an expansion to the existing MATES wastewater facility to accommodate 
the volume of waste generated by the addition of these facilities. This 
includes a new treatment lagoon, a new lift station, the addition of aerators 
to the existing and new treatment lagoons, and a subsurface effluent disposal 
system. Physical security measures will be incorporated into the design 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL, EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 
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1. COMPONENT 

2. DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Orchard Mates Readiness Center 

Boise, Idaho 

4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

ORTC (Barracks) Ph2 

160100 


9, COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 

Item UM (M/E) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Sr Enlisted/ Officer Quarters m2 (SF) 
Energy Management Control Syste LS 
Information Systems LS 

Sust a inability /Energy Measures LS 
Anti terrorism Measures LS 


(4,403) 

(731) 

(172) 

(731) 

(731 ) 

6,768 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas, 
vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy landscaping, an electronic door 
security/access system and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance 
cannot be maintained. The existing facility is on a closed installation. 
Demolish 45 buildings at Gowen Field, Boise, ID (TOTAL 16,330 m.2/175,780 SF) 
and 3 buildings at Kimama Training Site, Rupert, ID (TOTAL 153 m2/l,652 SF) . 
Air Conditioning (Estimated 4,815 kWr/1,369 Tons). 

11, REQ: 15,025 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : The ORTC is required to provide billeting for enlisted soldiers, 

noncommissioned officers, and commissioned officers training at the Gowen 
Field Mobilization Station, Boise, Idaho, and support the 116th BCT (CAV BDE) . 
This ORTC complex will provide training, training support, and training 
enabling facilities to enable trained and ready forces. The complex will be 
used for collective training, mobilization and AC/RC Institutional Training 
(excluding trainee barracks) . This is a new facility constructed to support 
Orchard Training Area as a Power Generation Support Platform as Part of the 
Army Strategic Mobility Program. The total training requirement for barracks 
is 3,000 soldiers. The total requirement is planned over four projects. Phase 
Two is for three barracks (600 beds) and one Senior Enlisted/Officer Quarters 
(80 beds) . This phase completes one OTRC Complex with one Battalion HQ, six 
company sheds, a company supply/ administration facility, and a vehicle 
maintenance warehouse with motorpool to be located at Orchard Training Area 
(MATES) and Gowen Field, Idaho. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This ORTC supports training, training support, and pre/post mob 

training facilities to provide trained and ready forces. Also used for 
collective training, mobilization and AC/RC Institutional Training (excluding 
trainee barracks) . This is Phase two of a four phase project and includes 
^construction of three-200 bed barracks. One SR ENL/OFF Qtrs (8C beds) , one 
[Vehicle Maintenance Facility, one Motorpool, one Battalion HQ, one Company 
Supply Facility and six company supply sheds to complete one ORTC Complex. The 
proposed project is required to provide adequate billeting, in support of 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Orchard Mates Readiness Center 

Boise, Idaho 

1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

jORTC (Barracks) Ph2 

160100 

REQUIREMENT : 

(CONTINUED) 




quality of life, for enlisted soldiers, noncommissioned and commissioned 
officers assigned to units training at or attending professional military 
education courses training and mobilization at Gowen Field and Orchard 
Training Areas {MATES) - 

CURRENT SITUATION: The Gowen Field Mobilization Station consists of 

inadequate temporary billeting, both in terms of quality and quantity, for 
enlisted soldiers, noncommissioned officers, and commissioned officers. As a 
result a waiver to use existing substandard billeting is being approved by NGB 
on a yearly basis. Local off -post hotels and motels are being used to offset 
the quantity of billeting for support personnel. This results in increased 
overall costs for housing, transportation, and daily per diem expenses. In 
some cases, soldiers are being housed as far as thirty miles from their 
training location. The current barracks that exist for Soldiers are located at 
Gowen Field only. These barracks date as far back as the 1940's (old WWII 
barracks) . The new barracks will aid in support of training. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The emphasis on training, an increased use of our 

local facilities to conduct this training, and the number of enlisted, 
noncommissioned officers, and commissioned officers attending training offered 
at Gowen Field and Gowen Field Training Area, establishes that billeting as it 
exists is not adequate. Soldiers will continue to stay in motels due to 
inadequate quarters available in the Boise, Idaho, area. A new facility will 
replace 62,288 sq ft of sub-standard World War II temporary facilities. 
Forty-eight facilities will be demolished as part of the one for one plan. 
ADDITIONAL : Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 

development, and construction of the project in accordance with Presidential 
Executive Order 13423 and other applicable EOs, statutes, and regulations. 

This project has been coordinated with the installation physical security 
plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti-terrorism/force protection measures are included. An economic analysis 
has been prepared and utilized in evaluating this project. This project is the 
most cost-effective method to satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army {Installation and Housing) certifies that this project 
has been considered for joint use potential .Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible withuse by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

{a) Date Design Started NOV 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

{c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

{d) Date Design Complete JUL 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
~ PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Orchard Mates 

Readiness Center 



Boise, Idaho 




4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

ORTC (Barracks) Ph2 

160100 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

documented during the final design. 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: YES 

(b) Where Most Recently Used: 

Based on CoE ORTC design dated 2005 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 2 , 220 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 258 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1, 004 

(e) In-house 2 , 474 

(4) Construction Contract Award JAN 2013 

(5) Construction Start FEB 2013 

(6) Construction Completion AUG 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations ; 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NONE 


Requested 

FY2011 ($000) FY2013 ($000) 

Authorization $17,500 $40,000 

Authorization of $17,500 $40,000 

Appropriation 

Appropriation $17,500 $40,000 
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. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY (X1NSTRUCITCN 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND HXA3TCN 

South Bend 

South Bend, Indiana 


4 . AREA OBSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 


5. FREQUENCY Aid TYPE OF UTHJZATTCN 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/nonth . 


OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESEKVE 

INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 



ARNG 

LaPorte, IN 

27.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,239 m2 

(13,332 SF) 

ARMS 

Plymouth, IN 

27.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,366 m2 

(14,700 SF) 

ARNG 

Michigan City, IN 

41.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

2,116 m2 

(22,780 SF) 

ARNG 

Elkhart, IN 

23.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

2,024 m2 

(21,786 SF) 

ARNG 

Warsaw, IN 

50.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,513 m2 

(16,289 SF) 

ARNG 

Valparaiso, IN 

55.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,284 m2 

(13,816 SF) 


1950 

1958 

1937 

1964 

1958 

1960 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


17142 


SCOPE 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Add/Alt 7,421 m2 {79,875 SF) 


COST DESIGN S T ATUS 
($000) START OMPL 
21,000 JUN 2011 JUL 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD REOGM4ENDATTCN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION . THE BOARD REO>WENDATICNS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


14 APR 2010 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


1.0. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT’ FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($ 000) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 02 FEB 2011 


GUARD/RESERV E 


ENLISTED CIVII, IAN 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


TOTAL 

408 

438 


OFFICER ENLISTED 
34 374 

34 404 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
South Bend 

South Bend, Indiana 

12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 

UNIT DESIGNATION 
HHC (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 
(CD FSC IN IBCT) 

DET 1 {CD MP CO COMBAT SPT) 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY OCNSTRUCTICN 


2 . 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSNCfc 18D05 


STRENGTH 


UIC 

TPSN 

MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

WPQVT0 

30701 

07215RNG70 

215 

205 

WPSFAA 

30701 

63337KM306 

123 

144 

WX9MA1 

31925 

194770*301 

70 

89 




408 

438 


Assigned/Authorized: 107% 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

119 

55 

0 

0 

2 

o 

176 


ACTUAL 

119 

55 

0 

0 

2 

o 

176 


14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 
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FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


.DATE 


ARNG | 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

South Bend Readiness Center 
South Bend, Indiana 

5. PROGRAM ELEMENT j 6. CATEGORY 1 


6 -CATEGORY CODE 

'/.PROJECT NUMBER 

171 

180144 


06 FEB 2012 


Armed Forces Reserve Center Add/Alt 

r NUMBER 8 .PROJECT CDST ($000) 

AuLh 

180144 oi non 



3,788 ( 
3,632 ( 


40,777) 

39,098) 




ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
AFRC Addition 
AFRC Alteration 

Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp { 2,536) Demo ( ) 

Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Other 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV , INSP & OVERHEAD (3.29%) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

OFFSET DEMOLITION COST 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


10 . inscription ot proposed construction A specially designed multi-unit Armed Forces 

Reserve Center addition/alteration. The building will be constructed of 
materials rated as non- combustible . The exterior walls may be brick with 
concrete masonry unit backup or other suitable systems. The roof system should 
consist of lightweight joints, non-combustible decking, insulation above 
decking, and either low slope (built-up, single ply membrane, or metal 
standing seam roof) or hip or gable type construction (metal standing seam, 
asphalt, or fiberglass shingles) . Floors will be concrete. Energy Management 
Control Systems (EMCS) and other energy conservation systems are authorized 
for the primary facility. The major functions for which the space is being 
provided is administrative, supply, maintenance and training for the assigned 
units. The supporting facilities intended to be constructed as part of this 
project are: facility sign, 2 flagpoles, security fencing, military vehicle 
parking, military vehicle loading ramp, wash platform, POV parking, service 
and access aprons, sidewalks, curbs, lighting, backup/emergency generator and 
dumpster site. Extension of water, sewer, gas and electric to the building 
site will be necessary. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
design, including maximum feasible standoff distances from roads, parking 
areas, and vehicle unloading areas, and when standoff distance cannot be 


GDST ($000) 

12 

, 677 

(7 

,248) 

(4 

,198) 


(229) 


(229) 


(241) 


(532) 

6 

, 639 


(200) 


(80) 

(2 

, 110) 


(200) 

(2 

,536) 


(240) 


(261) 

a 

,012) 

19 

,316 


966 

20 

,282 


667 

20 

,949 

21 

,000 


595 


0 
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1. COMPONENT 


FY 2013 


ARNG I 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


South Bend Readiness Center 

South Bend , Indiana 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 5 . PROJECT NUMBER 

Armed Forces Reserve Center Add/Alt 180144 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

maintained, berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access. Demolish 
1 building at New Castle Readiness Center, New Castle, IN (TOTAL 106 m2/l,145 
SF) and 3 buildings at Stout Field, Indianapolis, IN (TOTAL 3,682 m2/39,632 
SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 826 kWr/235 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 7,421 m2 ADQT: 2,192 m2 SUBSTD : 3,632 m2 

PROJECT : Complete a a specially designed addition/alteration to an existing 

Armed Froces Reserve Center. New mission. (New Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; The AFRC addition/alteration is required for the stationing of 
three transformational units: HHC, 2-151 Infantry Regiment (IBCT), 319th 
Forward Support Company, (IBCT), and Det 1, 381st MP Detachment. Each of these 
units is an operating force designated as theater available in the Global 
Force Pool. The combined authorized strength of the three units is 408 
soldiers. No alternation will be completed on the USMCR space currently in the 
facility. The AFRC is required to conduct required Title 32 pre -mobilization 
mission essential administrative, training, logistical, and maintenance 
requirements. With this project we have looked at all other options and achieved 
maximum utilization of existing facilities. We pursued other location 
alternatives which included federal land in LaPorte County, Indiana, and Allen 
County, Indiana. Both locations were far less capable of supporting these 
units due to demographics and existing homeland security requirements. An 
addition to the current facility is the most efficient solution. The project 
is to be constructed on currently owned state land. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The three units that will be stationed in this AFRC 

addition/alteration are currently attempting to satisfy mission requirements 
in an overcrowded and inadequate Armed Forces Reserve Center (AFRC) along with 
USMCR which uses 13,145 SF of the facility. The AFRC was constructed in 1965 
and does not meet unit training requirements or the present AT/FP 
requirements. IAW NGB 415-12 criteria the ARNG units are authorized 103,298 
gross square feet. The USMCR and ARNG units are currently operating from 
62,691 gross square feet of assigned/available space within the AFRC. Due to 
the shortage of space two of the three units have been required to split into 
detachments. The HHC, 2-151 Inf 65 soldier detachment is located 69 miles from 
its parent unit. The 319th Fwd Spt Co 65 soldier detachment is located 68 
miles from its parent unit. Existing space within the AFRC is used to the 
maximum extent possible, but still results in overcrowding, and substandard 
and inadequate functional space. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If the project is not approved and funded, due to 

the present AFRC facility's lack of adequate functional space, training and 
mobilization readiness standards will decline and degrade Title 32 
pre-mobilization preparedness for multiple units. The overcrowding will 
overburden building mechanical systems and the AFRC useful design life will be 
degraded causing and increase to operations and maintenance cost. 

ADDITIONAL : Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design. 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

South Bend Readiness Center 

South Bend, Indiana 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


j 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Armed Forces 3- 

leserve Center Add/Alt 


180144 


12 . SUPPLEMENTAL DATA : (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenc 1 at ur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


CFMO Name: LTC Steven Hines 
Phone Number: 317-247-3253 
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1. OCMPGNENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD At® RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


. DATE 
06 FEB 2012 


. INSTALLATION AND D3CA.TICN 
Terre Haute 
Terre Haute, Indiana 


INSND= 18D20 


4 . AREA 033S1KUCTTCN 
COST INDEX 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Maintenance operations full tine 5 days/week and 1 weekend/month for IDT Units. 


. OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIOS 
AKNG Terre Haute, IN 6.00 miles Readiness Center 

AKN3 Brazil, IN 15.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARf*3 Rockville, IN 25.00 miles Readiness Center 


2,129 m2 (22,915 SF) 
1,427 m2 (15,359 SF) 
1,152 m2 (12,401 SF) 


1980 

1958 

1956 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
21407 FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 


2,786 m2 (29,983 SF) 


COST DESIGN S T ATUS 

($000) START CMPL 
9,000 MAR 2011 JUL 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOWENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


14 APR 2010 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($ 0 0 0 ) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 01 FEB 2011 


GUARD/ R ESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 
25 


TOTAL 

0 


OF FICER E NLISTED 
0 0 

0 0 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESER\ 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 , INSTAIIATICN AND LOCATION 


Terre Haute, Indiana 
12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 


UNIT DESIGNATION 
FMS 08 (EQP IN ARNG FID MAINT) 


AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


Assigned/Authorized: 0% 


13. MAJOR EQUIEMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 


14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 


A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

3-INSmiATICW AND LOCATION 4 . PROJECT TITLE 

Terre Haute Readiness Center 

Terre Haute, Indiana FIELD MAINTENAK 

5 . PROGRAM ELEMENT j 6. CATEGORY CCDE 1^7. PROJECT NUMBER I a. PR 


06 PEB 2012 


6. CATEGORY OCX® 

7, PROJECT NUMBER 

214 

180106 


FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 

r NUMBER a. PROJECT COST ($000) 

Auth 


ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Maintenance Shop 
Flammable Materials Facility 
Controlled Waste Facility 
Enclosed Unheated Storage 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Total from Continuation page 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp ( 432) Demo( ) 

Information Systems 
Anti terrorism Measures 
Other 



2,604 ( 
23.23 ( 
27.87 ( 
130.06 ( 


28,033) 

250) 

300) 

1,400) 



COST ($000) 
6,403 
{5,719) 
(34) 
(41) 
(175) 
( 121 ) 
(313) 
1,838 
(125) 
(105) 
(648) 
(142) 
(432) 
( 11 ) 
(85) 
(290) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.45%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


10, Description o£ Proposed construction Consists of a maintenance facility with four 

maintenance workbays, one warm up bay, plus administrative personnel work 
areas. Constructed of masonry block with brick veneer, concrete floors, 
masonry block partitions with a standing seam metal roofing system. Supporting 
facilities include military and customer vehicle parking, fencing, wash 
platform, load ramp, control waste handling facility, flammable storage, 
unheated metal storage, sidewalks, outside lighting, and access roads. 

Physical security measures will be incorporated into design including maximum 
feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading 
areas, berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
distance cannot be maintained. Demolish 2 buildings at Monticello Readiness 
Center, Monticello, IN (TOTAL 1,735 m2/18,680 SF) and 1 building at New Castle 
Readiness Center, New Castle, IN (TOTAL 1,050 m2/ll,303 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 116 kWr/33 Tons) . 

11- REQ : 2,786 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : ” NONE 

PROJECT : A new maintenance facility to provide organizational maintenance 
support for vehicles and equipment supported by this maintenance shop. 

(Current Mission) 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 

FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Terre Haute Readiness Center 

Terre Haute, Indiana 

j4 . PROJECT TITLE 



5 . PROJECT 

NUMBER 


FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 





180106 

9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 






Item 

UM (M/E) 

QUANTITY 



Unit 

COST 

Cost 

($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures LS 
Antiterrorism Measures LS 

Building Information Systems LS 

Total 

REQUIREMENT; A Field Maintenance Shop of 28,033 SF, plus 250 SF Flammable 
Storage, 300 SF Controlled Waste Storage, 1,400 SF Unheated Storage, with 
other supporting facility requirements to permit efficient maintenance support 
at the organizational level to be performed on vehicles authorized to the 
units which will be supported by this maintenance shop. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The individuals that will be working in this facility 

currently work in an overcrowded and substandard maintenance shop. The 
existing shop, located in Brazil, Indiana, was built in 1959 and is extremely 
outdated. Since the existing facility was constructed, the missions have 
changed creating an increase in equipment and maintenance requirements, 
causing a severe lack of functional space. The supported units have equipment 
that will not fit into the maintenance workbays, and unheated storage is 
tentage set up in the Military Vehicle Parking Compound. Renovating the 
existing building is not an option, as there is no land available for 
expansion. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The present facility's deficiencies will continue to 

negatively impact troop morale. The lack of proper and adequate maintenance, 
training, storage and administrative areas will continue to impair the 
attainment of the units required mobilization readiness levels. 

ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 

development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti -terrorism/ force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army {Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 


DAr-E- ha -7A PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn form ioqta 

PAGE NO. 70 UNTIL exhausted UU 1 


( 121 } 

( 121 ) 

(71 ) 

313 
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COMPONENT 

ARNS 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Camp Dodge Jmtc 
Johnston, Iowa 


AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYRE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/ week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/ircnth. 


. OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARN3 Ankeny, IA 8.00 miles Aviation Facility 221 m2 {2,380 SF) 

AR Des Moines, IA 11.00 miles USAR Oonplex 221 m2 (2,380 SF) 

At*3 Des Moines, IA 12.00 miles Aviation Facility 46,452 m2 (500,000 SF) 

USNR Des Moines, IA 13.00 miles NMCRC 46,452 m2 (500,000 SF) 

AKNG Perry, IA 21.00 miles Armory 1,550 m2 (16,685 SF) 

AR Ames, IA 22.00 miles USAR Center 1,550 m2 (16,685 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17878 Urban Assault Course 


SCOPE 

111 m2 (1,200 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($0 00) START CMPL 
3,000 OCT 2011 OCT 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


26 AIJG 2010 
(Date) 


LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ($QQ Q) 

COMBINED ARMS COLLECTIVE TRAINING FACILITY (CACTF) 5,700 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 0 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 17 MAY 2011 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


TOTAL OFFICE R ENLISTED CIVILIAN 
365 


36 

29 


285 

267 


TOTA L OFFICER ENLISTE D 

4,017 607 3,410 

399 


2,159 


1,760 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERn 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATiasr AND LOCATION 

Cartp Badge Jmtc 

Johnston, Iowa 

INSNO= 19901 



12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 









STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MIOE/TDA 

AUTH0RIZH3 ACTUAL 


CP DODGE (DET ARNG TRAINING SIT) 

W77811 

56751 

NGW778AA 

66 

63 

(M3 IAARNG ELE, JT FOR) 

W8A0AA 

56751 

N3W8A0AA 

227 

267 

(DET MED DET) 

W8Z2AA 

56751 

NGW8Z2AA 

85 

74 

(HQ ENGINEER BATTALION) 

WP1NAA 

30546 

05435GNGG1 

419 

0 

HHC (HQ ENGINEER BATTALION) 

WP1NT0 

30546 

054350*301 

168 

89 

HHC (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 

WP5PT0 

03234 

074150*303 

155 

101 

00 C (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 

WP5UC0 

03034 

0705512*306 

80 

70 

HHC (BN INFANTRY BATTALION) 

WP5UT0 

03034 

0705512*306 

187 

102 

(HHD HHC, COMBAT SUSTA) 

WP85AA 

36303 

634260*301 

76 

82 

00 B (BN BRIGADE SPECIAL TR) 

WP8WB0 

03234 

774050*305 

88 

56 

HHC (BN BDE SPEC TROOPS BN) 

WP8WT0 

03234 

774050*305 

147 

133 

TRP A (SQ RECONNAISSANCE SQU) 

WPBAAO 

03234 

174950*303 

75 

57 

TRP B (SQ RECONNAISSANCE SQU) 

WEBABO 

03234 

174950*303 

75 

69 

HOT (SQ RECONNAISSANCE SQU) 

WPBATO 

03234 

174950*303 

107 

81 

(BN BDE SFT BN (IBCT) ) 

WPCRAA 

03234 

633350*306 

378 

0 

HHD (BN BDE SPT BN (IBCT) ) 

WPCRTO 

03234 

633350*306 

110 

52 

(HHC HEADQUARTERS, INF) 

WPXTAA 

03234 

773020*333 

154 

130 

HSC (HHD MEDICAL BATTALION) 

MOAT’D 

30827 

084850*310 

171 

0 

(00 COMPONENT RPR 00 () 

WQC9AA 

34318 

43480FNG04 

228 

173 

(OO T MCM TRK OO (CARG) 

WQS7AA 

35546 

55727FN312 

176 

109 

(00 MP CO COMBAT SUPPO) 

WQTCAA 

31921 

194770*301 

170 

161 

(HHD HHC, COMBAT SUSTA) 

WV2BAA 

36303 

634260*301 

76 

58 

(OO MEDICAL COMPANY, A) 

WX5TAA 

30858 

08457ANG01 

82 

72 

(OO HORIZONTAL CONSTRU) 

WX7WAA 

30544 

054170*301 

161 

92 

CO A (-) (BN AVN SPT BN (THEATE) 

WX91A0 

20133 

634150*348 

151 

56 

(BN AVN SET BN (THEATE) 

WX91AA 

20133 

634150*348 

140 

0 

(DET REAR OEMS CENTER) 

WZGYAA 

35111 

5161312*301 

65 

12 





4,017 

2,159 




Assigned/ Authorized: 53% 

This facility will support all units of the IA ARNG. 





; 13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 






TYPE 



AUIH3RIZED 


ACTUAL 

WHEELED 



842 


842 

TRAILERS 



523 


523 

TRACKED 



61 


61 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 



2 


2 

FUEL TRUCK 



43 


27 

HET 



0 


0 

TOTALS 



1,471 


1,455 

14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 









($000) 



A. AIR POLLUTION 



0 



B. WATER POLLUTION 



0 



C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 



0 




PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn fxjm i '3QA«0 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED UU *a 78 
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l-CEMPCNENT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATICW AND IOC&TICN 

Camp Dodge Johnston Training Site 

Johnston, Iowa 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


Urban Assault Course 


l bet 








1 

■ 




9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

EMBBM 

QJPNTlTi 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




1,204 

Stationary Infantry Target 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(9) 

Station 1- Individual /Team Task 


1 -- 

33,231 

(33) 

Station 2 -Squad/Platoon Task 


1 -- 

188,665 

(189) 

Station 3 -Grenadier Gunnery Tra 


1 __ 

39,663 

(40) 

Station 4-Urban Offense/Defense 


1 -- 

489,886 

(490) 

Total from Continuation page 

m 



(443) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




1,556 

Site Imp{ 420) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 


(420) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 


(73) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 


(21) 

Other 

LS 


1 

(1,042) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




2,760 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 



■ 

138 

SUBTOTAL 



■ 

2,898 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.30%) 



■ 

96 

TOTAL REQUEST 



■ 

2,994 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 



H 

3,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




» 

1 10. Description of Proposed Construction Construct a 

standard Urban Assault 

Course 

(UAC) . 


Primary facilities include a 800sf operations/storage building, 200sf ammo 
breakdown building and 200sf latrine. Supporting facilities include utility 
services ie. electric, potable water and sewage/sanitary system and 
Communications system, site preparation including grading and drainage, 
fencing, sidewalks and GOV parking. Targetry and instrument systems will be 
funded by OPA appropriations. Antiterrorism/force protection measures include 
reinforced metal doors, exterior lighting, laminated glass and security grates 
for windows. Air Conditioning (Estimated 32 kWr/9 Tons). 


11- REQ: 111 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: 

PR OJECT : Construct a standard Urban Assault Course (UAC) for 


support of 


training requirements of troops. The UAC project supports the 
reorganizing the Reserve Component (RC) into modular formations and trains 
them for full spectrum operations. It supports the second pillar of 
"transformation" by providing range training to meet demands of a persistent 
conflict. It supports the third pillar of "modernization" by providing 
training to build readiness and reset forces for future conflict and to train 
squad and platoon sized elements in Military Operations in Urban Terrain 
(MOUT) . The UAC range project supports the fourth pillar of "training support" 


1391 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY 

ARNG 

2. DATE 

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Dodge Johnston Training Site 

Johnston, Iowa 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Urban Assault Course 


190142 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 





Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Station 5 -Underground 

EA 


1 -- 


139,996 

(140) 

Observation Podium 

LS 


-- 



(2) 

Rubbled CMU/ Short Wall 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(5) 

Embankments for Bldgs/Berms 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(38) 

Operations Storage Building 

m2 

(SF) 

74.32 ( 

800) 

1,507 

(112) 

Ammunition Breakdown Building 

m2 

(SF) 

18.58 ( 

200) 

1,399 

(26) 

Latrines 

m2 

(SF) 

18.58 ( 

200) 

1,292 

(24) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 


-- 


__ 

(23) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(23) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(27) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 


-- 



(23) 






Total 

443 


PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 

by modernizing current training support systems to provide home station and 
pre-mobilization training. The UAC supports the fifth pillar of "strategic 
readiness" by providing logistics and sustainment forces the ability to 
transform into joint sustainment forces and modular configurations. The five 
stations/lanes will be provided to include individual and team, squad and 
platoon trainer, grenadier gunnery, offense/defense building trainer, and an 
underground trainer. This range project prepares forces for victory in the 
current climate and for future conflict of the 21st century. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT : A 5- station training course to adequately train National Guard 

Soldiers in Military Operations in Urban Terrain. The Urban Assault Course may 
be used by USAR, other National Guard Units and local law enforcement. Primary 
facilities include a 800sf operations/ storage building, 200sf ammo breakdown 
building and 200sf latrine. Supporting facilities include utility services 
i.e. electric, potable water and sewage/sanitary system and communi cat ions 
system, site preparation including grading and drainage, fencing, sidewalks 
and GOV parking. This range will support the individual and collective 
familiarization and qualification requirements of all units during inactive 
duty and annual training periods and will maximize annual training time for 
collective training. This range will be constructed on State land at Camp 
Dodge, Iowa. 

CURRENT SITUATION: There are no other ranges within 2 hours travel distance 

(limit specified in NGB/FORSCOM Reg 350--2) that meet qualification standards. 
The Urban Assault Course is required to meet the training requirements of the 


Brigade Combat Teams (BCT) . 

j IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Personnel will be required to train on inadequate 

ranges or travel excessive distance to adequate ranges. 


nowrrwio EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Dodge Johnston Training Site 

Johnston, Iowa 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


I 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Urban Assault 

Course 


190142 


ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. This project has been coordinated with the 
installation physical security plan, and no physical security measures are 
required. All required anti -terrorism/ force protection measures are included. 
Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during 
project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet the 
requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
potential. The facility will be available for use by other components. 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+{b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 166 

(b) All Other Design Costs 94 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d.) Contract 260 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 



PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 .COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Dodge Johnston Training Site 

Johnston, Iowa 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

Urban Assault 

Course 


190142 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomen cl ature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


CFMO Name: COL Scott Ayres 
Phone Number : 515-252-4316 


nDPiiTntio EDITIONS MAY BE USED 


UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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INTERNALLY 


nn form i 'iqi r 

UU 1 DEC 76 





OTMPCNEOT 

ARMS 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESER\ 
MILITARY CmSTRDCTICN 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND IOCATICN 
Ttpeka Forbes Field 
Topeka, Kansas 

5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
.89 


Reservists: 0 nights/week. 

Full-Time 

Personnel : 

7 days/week. 



6. OTHER ACTIVS/GUARD/RESERVE 

AN3 Ttapeka, KS 

INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 

1.00 miles 

15 MILE RADIUS 

Base 

1,550 

(16,685 SF) 

ARNG Topeka, KS 


1.00 miles 

Armory 

1,550 

(16,685 SF) 

ARNG Tcpeka, KS 


8.00 miles 

Center 

1,550 

(16,685 SF) 

7 . PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 

PROGRAM: 


SCOPE 

COST 

($000) 

DESIGN STATUS 

START CMPL 


21110 TAXIWAY, RAMP & HANGAR Alterations 5,394 m2 


9,500 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


8 . STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD REOCJWENDATKN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RE02W4ENDATICNS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


05 NOV 2009 
(Date) 


(Number of acres) 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR OBSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 01 OCT 2009 


PER MANENT 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


GU ARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTE D 

594 115 479 

552 103 449 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 




1000 


1. OcWoNENT 1 FY 2013 

GUARD AND RESERVE 


2. DATE 


ARMS MILITARY OINSIHUCTICN 


06 FEB 

2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 






TOpeka Forbes Field 

Topeka, Kansas 

INSNO= 

20D20 




12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 










STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

KS OP SPT AIRLIFT DFT 37 (SIR ARND OP SPT AIRLI W7Y437 

46591 

N3W7Y4AA 

8 

8 

CO C DETT 1 (BN GEN SPT AVN BN) 

WP1BC1 

20122 

01435GNG01 

34 

37 

DFT 3 CD D (BN GEN SPT AVN BN) 

WP1BD3 

20122 

01435QJG01 

11 

11 

DETT 3 CD E (BN GEN SPT AW BN) 

WP1BE3 

20122 

014350*301 

7 

3 

DETT 3 HHC (BN GEN SPT AVN BN) 

WP1BT3 

20122 

0143150*301 

1 

1 

CD A (BN ASSAULT BN (UH-60) ) 

WTQHA0 

03735 

013250*304 

43 

42 

(BN ASSAULT BN (UH-60) ) 

WTXJ1AA 

03735 

0132550*304 

267 

253 

CD D (BN ASSAULT BN (UH-60) ) 

wtqhco 

03735 

013250*304 

65 

58 

CD E (BN ASSAULT BN (UH-60) ) 

WTQHE0 

03735 

013250*304 

84 

63 

HHC (BN ASSAULT BN (UH-60) ) 

wtqhto 

03735 

013250*304 

74 

76 





594 

552 




Assigned/Authorized: 92% 

13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 






TYPE 



AUTHORIZED 


ACTUAL 

WHEELED 



148 


43 

TRAILERS 



88 


19 

TRACKED 



0 


0 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 



30 


11 

FUEL TRUCK 



16 


7 

HET 



0 


0 

C-12D/F/R 



1 


1 

C-12J 



0 


0 

C-23 



0 


0 

C-26 



0 


0 

uc -35 



0 


0 

OH- 58 



0 


0 

OH-58D 



0 


0 

UH-1 



0 


0 

AH- 64 



0 


0 

UH-60 



15 


15 

UH-72A 



0 


0 

CH-47 



0 


0 

TOTALS 



298 


96 

14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 



($000) 



A. AIR POLLUTION 



0 



B. WATER POLLUTION 



0 



C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 



999 




PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INIERNALLY m fcrm -iqa^ 
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l.CEMPCMEWT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTAIiLAMCW AND LOCATION 

Forbes Field 
Topeka, Kansas 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 


TAXI WAY, RAMP & HANGAR ALTERATIONS 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




ftuth 

0505896A 

211 

200102 

' H,rop 9,500 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E) 


QUANTITY 


UNIT COOT 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Bldg 680 Hanger O&M Alteration 
Bldg 681 Hanger O&M Alteration 
Hangar Doors Replacement 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 


m2 (SF) 
m2 {SF) 
EA 
LS 


2,693 { 28,991) 

2,700 { 29,065) 

2 -- 


384.92 

384.92 

771,027 


3,691 

(1,037 

(1,039) 

(1,542) 

(73 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Other 


5,088 

(5,088: 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.00%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


8,779 

439 


9,218 

277 


9,495 
9,500 
( 0 ) 


xo .DeHcr.ipti.on of proposed construction This project supports Army Campaign Plan 
Modernization Pillar defined as "Military Construction supporting the 
systematic re capitalization of facilities to reduce existing facility 
shortfalls in both quantity and quality that negatively impacts readiness" . 

Two aircraft hangers will be renovated by installing new metal exterior siding 
jwith rigid insulated panels. Remove and replace center 80' hangar door section 
|with new Mega-Doors that have motorized opening systems. Re-skin remainder of 
outer doors and modernize interior work and support areas. Renovate aircraft 
ramp aprons and hover lanes by concrete joint repair and by milling of the 
lexisting surface; replacing it with a combination of rigid and flexible 
paving. The aircraft parking area will require installation of FAA aircraft 
tie downs with grounding rods and painted marking of aprons, access lanes, and 
a support equipment area. This project includes improvements to airfield 
lighting, exterior security lighting, and fire protection. The project also 
includes closing an exterior aircraft wash- rack, improvements to site drainage 
around hangers and ramp area, replacement of failing concrete sidewalks, and 
replacement of non-standard fencing and gates around the complex. Demolish 1 
building (TOTAL 0 m2/0 SF) . 
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1 .COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Forbes Field 
| Topeka , Kan s a s 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 


TAXIWAY, RAMP & HANGAR ALTERATIONS 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER 


11. REQ: 


5,394 m2 ADQT: 2,693 m2 SUB STD : 5,394 m2 

PROJECT: This project will resurface existing AASF ramp areas and replace the 


complete hangar envelope on two existing hangars to include replacement of the 
|hangar doors. These alterations of permanent type construction serve the peace 
time missions of the assigned units and will improve the units readiness 
posture. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 

I REQUIREMENT : Replace the exterior envelope on two hangars including 

replacement of both hangar doors. Improve parking ramps, taxiways, hangar 
access, site drainage, sidewalks, fencing, and exterior security lighting. 
Close exterior wash rack and upgrade fire protection. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The current facilities and parking ramp at Forbes Field, 

KS were built in 1956 and used over 50 years without renovation. The 
galvanized metal envelope of the hangars is rusted and deteriorated beyond 
repair. The original hangar doors are difficult to open creating a safety 
hazard and they do not seal resulting in inefficient energy use. Repairs to 
the parking ramp and taxiways have consisted of small pavement patches only. 
Resurfacing the ramp area includes improvements to drainage and the closing an 
^exterior aircraft wash area. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Without this project, the impact will be an 

increased risk to soldier safety, increased risk for aircraft damage, and 
jadverse effects on unit readiness and mission effectiveness. The airfield ramp 
continues to deteriorate at an increasing rate. The existing pavement is 
damaged from years harsh weather (freezing and thawing) resulting in concrete 
fractures creating a high aircraft Foreign Object Damage (FOD) potential. The 
deterioration is increasing in size due to water ponding and seepage below the 
surface . Loose chunks of broken concrete pose a threat to personnel safety and 
aircraft damage on the ramp. The exterior skin of hangars #680 and #681 are 
[badly rusted and the main hangar doors on each are difficult to open, allow 
excessive air infiltration and are failing. Opening and closing these doors is 
time consuming and hazardous. Mission readiness of the unit could be adversely 
affected by injury to personnel or damage to aircraft. 

ADDITIONAL: This project complies with the scope and design criteria of 


National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 dated 30 April 2007 and Design Guide 415-3 
dated 30 March 1996. The most similar DoD standards for readiness center 
construction do not address all of the current criteria incorporated in the 
Army National Guard Army Aviation Support Facility (AASF) design and thus do 
not yield accurate cost estimates. Therefore, state historical costs for 
construction of like facilities were used to develop baseline unit cost and 
were adjusted for size, fiscal year and location. This project has been 
coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and no physical 
security measures are required. No anti-terrorism/force protection measures 
are required. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in 
evaluating this project. This project is the most cost-effective method to 
satisfy the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
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1. COMPONENT 


2 .DATE 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 


06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND 

LOCATION 


Forbes Field 



Topeka , Kansas 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

TAX I WAY, RAMP & 

HANGAR ALTERATIONS 

200102 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

(Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for 
joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by other 
components. A parametric cost estimate based upon project engineering design 
was used to develop this budget estimate. 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed jun 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs YES 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 


(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. 

(b) All Other Design Costs 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 

(e) In-house 


($000) 

527 

299 

0 

826 


(4) Construction Contract Award. 


(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


, 1391C 
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12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: { CONTINUED ) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


CFMO Name: LTC Shawn Manley 
Phone Number: 785-274-1140 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSmUCTTCN 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

Frankfort Boone NG Center 

INSNO= 21A85 

COST INDEX 

Frankfort, Kentucky 



.89 


5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTCLIZATION 

Maintenance operations full time 5 days/week and 1 weekend/ntxith for IDT Units. 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 




ANG 

Shelbyville, KY 

35.00 miles 

Readiness center 

1,550 

(16,685 SF) 


ANG 

Lexington, KY 

25.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,550 

(16,685 SF) 


ANG 

Armory 1 - Frankfor 

.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

3,345 m2 

(36,000 SF) 

1976 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY COST DESIGN STATUS 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ($000) START CMFL 

21110 Army Aviation Si^pport Facility 11,700 m2 (125,934 SF) 32,000 MAY 2011 JUL 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCM4ENUATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD REXXOT1ENDATI0MS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


14 MAR 2011 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
Nbne 

(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

C ODE PROJECT TITL E SCOPE ($qqq) 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 10 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 03 DEC 2010 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PERMANENT 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 

0 0 0 0 

17 7 10 0 


GUARD/RESE RVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLIST ED 

377 103 274 

377 98 279 


™ 1390S1 
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i. coMPcrasrr 

ARMS 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 





Frankfort Boone M3 Center 

INSNO= 

21A85 



Frankfort, Kentucky 






12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 











STREWdH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MIDE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

1 AVIATION FULL TIME 


BCEAVN 



0 0 

00 C DET 2 {OO MED CO, AIR AMBL {) 

WNG7C2 



20 20 

CD C (SQ AVN SECURITY AND S) 

WP7RC0 

29135 

01365QI302 

80 83 

DET 3 (CD THEATER AVN CO (C-) 

WQRHA3 

30136 

0160801301 

9 10 

OO B (BN ASSAULT BN 

(UH-60) ) 

WUAIBO 

29134 

013250J303 

43 36 

(BN HHC, THEATER AVN B> 

WV7HAA 

30163 

01612GM304 

124 117 

00 B (BN AVIATION SUPPORT B) 

WX90B0 

20122 

634150E51 

101 111 






377 377 





Assigned/ Authorized: 100% 

13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 





TYPE 




AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

WHEELED 




75 

75 

TRAILERS 




63 

63 

TRACKED 




0 

0 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 



0 

0 

FUEL TRUCK 



0 

0 

MET 




0 

0 

C-12D/F/R 



0 

0 

C-12J 




0 

0 

C-23 




0 

0 

C-26 




0 

0 

UC-35 




0 

0 

CM- 58 




6 

6 

CM-58D 




0 

0 

UH-1 




0 

0 

AH- 64 




0 

0 

UH-60 




13 

13 

UH-72A 




0 

0 

CH-47 




0 

0 

TOTALS 




157 

157 

I 14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY 

DEFICIENCIES 








($000) 


A. AIR PCLLUnON 



0 


I B. WATER 

POLLUTION 



0 


C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


0 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Boone Readiness Center 

Frankfort, Kentucky 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

| 5. PROJECT NUMBER | 

Army Aviation 

Support Facility 

210001 





9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 






Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM 

(M/E) 

QUANTITY 

COST 

($000) 

IpRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Flammable Materials Storage Bui 

m2 

(SF) 

37.16 ( 

400) 538,21 

(20) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(209) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(230) 

Anti terrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 

-- 

(500) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 



Total 

(250) 

1,209 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

systems and high efficiency motors and standard automated HVAC/MEP systems. 
Contractor shall incorporate cost saving energy efficient sensors on commodes, 
sinks and urinals as well as energy efficient lighting throughout the 
facility. This project and site shall meet or exceed the required LEEDS silver 
rating. Supporting facilities shall have rigid and flexible paving for 
aircraft parking and tie down pads, ground support equipment, hover lanes, 
fuel storage and dispensing system, aircraft wash facility, exterior lighting, 
fire protection, and fencing. Physical security measures will be incorporated 
into design including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking 
areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to 
prevent access when standoff distance cannot be maintained. Demolish 2 
buildings (TOTAL 3,380 m2/36,377 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,118 
kWr/318 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 11,700 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : This project is to build a 377 person AASF, of permanent type 

construction to serve the peacetime missions of the assigned units. The space 
will permit all personnel to perform the necessary tasks that will improve the 
units readiness posture. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: A 11,700 SM (125,934 SF) AASF and supporting facilities are 

required to adequately provide the units housed in this facility with hangar, 
administrative, supply, classroom, locker, latrine and maintenance space. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The facilities currently being used for the rotary wing 

maintenance consist of 41,742 square feet divided between two buildings. The 
main building was constructed in 1971 with the main block of the building 
having been dedicated in 1974 to accommodate small aircraft. Two additions to 
the main hangar were added in 1974-75 and a hangar extension was constructed 
in 1978 with additional maintenance hanger space being constructed in 1996. 

The building is composed of a large, two -and- a -half story airplane/helicopter 
hangar with two, two -story wings of either end. The hangar is constructed of 
brick with bands of windows running along the top of the building. The walls 
on either end of the building are actually metal doors that slide open to 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Boone Readiness Center 

Frankfort , Kentucky 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

|Army Aviation Support Facility 


210001 






CURRENT SITUATION: (CONTINUED) 

allow access for the helicopters. Contained in the two wings of the building 
are work rooms, storage areas and offices. The facility does not have enclosed 
space for additional aircraft storage. The current facilities housing these 
units does not provide adequate space to perform the mission. The facility has 
out dated electrical and mechanical system and does not meet current 
standards. The current site does not allow for expansion due urban build up 
near the facility. The facility does not have maintenance space for fixed wing 
aircraft. There is not adequate unheated aircraft storage and this has 
resulted in significant damage to aircraft due to lighting strikes. 

IMPACT IP NOT PROVIDED: Without this project, the units readiness will be 

adversely affected due to having inadequate capability of maintenance support. 
The overall readiness of the National Guard could also be adversely affected 
as the unit would become a non-mobilization asset if this project is not 
provided. This project complies with the scope and design criteria of National 
Guard Pamphlet 415-12 dated 30 April 2007 and Aviation Facilities Design 
Guide's 415-3 (dated 11 Dec 2007) and General Facilities Information Design 
Guide 415-5 (dated 11 Dec 2007) . The most similar DoD standards for Readiness 
Center construction do not address all of the current criteria incorporated in 
the Army National Guard Army Aviation Support Facility (AASF) design and thus 
do not yield accurate cost estimates. Therefore, state historical costs for 
construction of like facilities were used to develop baseline unit cost and 
were adjusted for size, fiscal year and location. 

ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development and construction of this project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423, 15314, and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. The most 
similar DoD standards for Readiness Center construction do not address all of 
the current criteria incorporated in the Army National Guard Army Aviation 
Support Facility (AASF) design and thus do not yield accurate cost estimates. 
Therefore, state historical costs for construction of like facilities were 
used to develop baseline unit cost and were adjusted for size, fiscal year and 
location. This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
anti-terrorism/force protection measures are included. Alternative methods of 
meeting this requirement have been explored during project development. This 
project is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. Mission 
requirements, operational considerations, and location are incompatible with 
use by other components. A parametric cost estimate based upon project 
engineering design was used to develop this budget estimate. 


nn form nqir previous editions may be used internally 
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12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 




A. 

Estimated Design Data: 





(1) 

Status : 






(a) 

Date Design Started 


MAY 

2011 



(b) 

Percent Complete As Of January 2012. . . . . 



65 



(c) 

Date 35% Designed 


JUL 

2011 



<d) 

Date Design Complete 


JUL 

2012 



(e) 

Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop 

Costs 

YES 



(f) 

Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 





<g) 

An energy study and life cycle cost analysi 

s will be 





documented during the final design. 





(2) 

Basis : 






(a) 

Standard or Definitive Design: NO 





(3) 

Total Design Cost (c) = {a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): 


($000) 



(a) 

Production of Plans and Specifications.. 


1 

,920 



(b) 

All Other Design Costs 


1 

, 002 



(c) 

Total Design Cost 



0 



(d) 

Contract 



229 






2 

, 693 


(4) 

Construction Contract Award 


OCT 

2012 


(5) 

Construction Start 


DEC 

2012 


(S) 

Construction Completion 


OCT 

2014 

B. 

Equipment 

associated with this project which will 

be 

provided from 

other 

appropriations : 








Fiscal Year 


Equipment 


Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or 

Requested 

($000) 




NA 







CFMO Name: LTC Steve King 

Phone Number: 502-607-1481 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY ODNCTRUCTiaN 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
MTA Canp Edwards 
Bourne, Massachusetts 


AREA CCNSTRtJCITCN 
ODST INDEX 
1.15 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Maintenance operations full time 5 days/week and 3 weekend/ manth for IDT Units 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE 

INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 




ARNG 

Bourne, MA 

8.00 miles 

Armory 

3,345 

(36,000 SF) 


ARNG 

Plymouth, MA 

10.00 miles 

Armory 

3,345 

(36,000 SF) 


ARMS 

Middleboro, MA 

25.00 miles 

Armory 

3,345 

(36,000 SF) 


ARNG 

Hingham, MA 

26.00 miles 

Armory 

3,345 

(36,000 SF) 


ARNG 

Bridgewater, MA 

30.00 miles 

Armory 

3,345 

(36,000 SF) 


| 7 . PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS 

PROGRAM: 





CATEGORY 




COST 

DESIGN 

STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

START 

CMPL 

21407 

UNIT TRAINING EQUIPMENT SITE 6,414 m2 (69,044 SF) 

22,000 

DEC 2010 

SEP 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD FECOMMENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN . THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL OBSTRUCTION. 


12 JAN 2011 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 

REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 

SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($ 000 ) 

18,962 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR OBSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED ODST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 JUL 2010 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD /RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Mm Canp Edwards 

Bourne, Massachusetts 

INSN0= 25175 


12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 



STRENGTH! 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

W8UYAA UTES 01 (FTS) (FTS MA JFHQ) 

W8SB09 FMS 09 (FTS) (FTS MA JFHQ) 

UIC TPSN MIOE/TDA 

WSMA1C 

W1MRZ3 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

0 0 

0 0 


MAARNG UTES and FMS#9 do not have Guard/Reserve soldiers 
personnel . 


0 0 
Assigned/ Authori zed : 0% 

Facilities comprise only full-time 


13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


TRAILERS 

TRACKS) 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

290 

154 

38 

11 


14. OOTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 

0 

0 

0 
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l.aWECNEHT 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

MTA Camp Edwards 
Bourne, Massachusetts 


4. PROJECT Tins 


UNIT TRAINING EQUIPMENT SITE 


HI v A" : SSVTHo » WWrtPiiiBft 

6. CATEGORY COE® 


8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Aiith 

0505896A 

214 


Apprcp 22,000 


9.CDST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


GOST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




14,129 

Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

4,556 ( 49,044) 

2,372 

(10,809) 

Controlled Humidity Shelter 

m2 (SF) 

1,858 ( 20,000) 

1,076 

(2,000) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(302) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(302) 

Anti terrorism Measures 

LS 

__ 

__ 

(310) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(406) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 



WM H ■ 

6,130 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 


(150) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

B 

(100) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

I I 

(2,773) 

Site Imp ( 989) Demo( 590) 

LS 

-- 


(1,579) 

Information Systems 

LS 

__ 

B 

(86) 

Anti terror ism Measures 

LS 

-- 

B 

(342) 

Other 

LS 


■ 

(1,100) 





20,259 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,013 

SUBTOTAL 




21,272 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.40%) 

BW®S 



723 

TOTAL REQUEST 

B 



21,995 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

B 



22,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 

BBB 



(1,592) 


Descr.ipKl.on of Proposed Construction PROJECT: This project is tO construct a 49,044 SP 

Unit Training Equipment Site (UTES) that combines an existing Unit Training 
Equipment Site and a Field Maintenance Shop. The facility will be of permanent 
jmasonry type construction, with sloped standing seam roof, concrete floors and 
energy efficient mechanical and electrical equipment meeting the standards of 
LEED SILVER. Primary facilities will also include a 20,000 SF Controlled 
Humidity Shelter. Supporting facilities will include storage, paved and 
crushed stone military vehicle parking, access roads, POV parking, security 
fencing, motor pool lighting, vehicle wash system, loading ramp, and 
sidewalks. Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and communication 
utilities on the site to the building site will be necessary. Actual 
foundation design will be determined during design. Physical security measures 
will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible standoff distance 
from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy 
landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be 
|maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be incorporated 
into design. The Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Green 
Building Rating System encourages and accelerates global adoption of 
sustainable green building and development practices through the creation and 
implementation of universally understood and accepted tools and performance 
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DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

criteria. Demolish 1 building at Milford Readiness Center, Milford, MA (TOTAL 
2,620 m2/28 , 197 SF) , 5 buildings at MTA Camp Edwards, Bourne, MA (TOTAL 4,201 
m2/45,221 SF) , and 3 buildings at Otis Air Force Base, Bourne, MA (TOTAL 589 
m2/6,337 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 260 kWr/74 Tons). 

11. REQ: 6,414 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : This project is to construct a Unit Training Equipment Site that 

combines an existing Unit Training Equipment Site and a Field Maintenance Shop 
facility into one shop. The site of the proposed project is on Federally 
leased land licensed to the MA ARNG. The MA ARNG UTES currently occupies a 
26,185 SF building (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This facility supports training, it will permit efficient 

maintenance support at the organizational level to be performed on vehicles 
authorized to the units which will be training at Camp Edwards, supported by 
this UTES and the Camp Edwards FMS shop. The State is increasingly taking on 
more responsible for pre-mobilization training and it is essential to have a 
UTES with proper facilities to support assigned equipment for training units 
utilizing the Camp Edwards Training Site. Additionally units supported by the 
Camp Edwards FMS must have adequate facilities to secure and maintain 
organizational equipment to a go to war standard. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The full time military technicians that will be working 

in this facility currently work in an overcrowded and substandard maintenance 
shop. The existing shop, located at Camp Edwards, MA was built in 1962 to 
support the former BOMARC Missile Site and is extremely outdated. Renovating 
the existing building would not be economical due to its condition, concrete 
masonry walls are cracked, crumbling and deteriation will continue. In 
addition, the existing facility has substandard workbays (20x40) , no cranes, 
and limited storage and administrative space. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDE D: The present facility's deficiencies will continue to 

negatively impact troop morale and equipment readiness and ultimetly Soldier 
readiness. Proper and adequate maintenance, training, storage and 
administrative areas are critical to the attainment of the Massachusetts Army 


National Guard's required mobilization readiness levels. 

ADDITIONAL : Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 

development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti- terrorism/ force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

ARDEN Hills Army Training Site 
Arden Hills, Minnesota 


INSNO 27670 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
1.11 


, FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times /month. 


OTHER ACTIVE / GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARNG Roseville, MN 3.00 miles Center 

ARNG St Paul {Holman), M 2.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG St Paul (West), MN 3.00 miles Readiness Center 


3,718 m2 (40,017 SF) 
3,226 m2 (34,725 SF) 
1,643 i«2 (17,686 SF) 


1936 

1931 

1959 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER 


SCOPE 

6,551 m2 (70,515 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) START CMPL 
17,000 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. THE BOARD RECCMMENDATICNS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


22 JUL 2010 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($000) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11 . PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 29 JUL 2010 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 
2 


CTUARD/RESERV E 


TOTAL 

214 

246 


OFF ICER ENLISTED 
31 183 

35 211 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. 03MPQNBSJT 

ARNO 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

ARDEN Hills Army Training Site 

Arden Hills, Minnesota 

TNSND= 27670 



12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 




SIRESK3IH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

CD C DET 1 (BN AVN SPT BN (NG AVN) 

ISC (BN AVN SPT BN (NG AVN) 

UIC TPSN 

WRJPA1 29134 

WRJPT0 29134 

MTOE/TDA 

633150*334 

633160*340 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

58 58 

156 188 


Assigned/ Authorized: 114% 


‘UNITS THAT MUST TRAIN CN SAME WEEKEND. 


13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIEMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRIKK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

0 

0 

0 

0 


ACTUAL 

0 

0 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTICN 

B. WATER EOLLUTTON 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 
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1. COMPONENT 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND UOCMTCN 

[Arden Hills Army Training Site 
|Arden Hills, Minnesota 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 















9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 

UNIT COST 

COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




12,934 

Readiness Center 

m2 (SF) 

6,551 ( 70,515) 

1,776 

(11,635) 

Controlled Waste Handling Facil 

m2 (SF) 

27.87 ( 300) 

1,268 

(35) 

Flammable Materials Storage 

m2 (SF) 

23.23 ( 250) 

1,452 

(34) 

Energy Innit iatives 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(300) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(260) 

Total from Continuation page 




(670) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




2,914 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(167) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(57) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(521) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(50) 

Site Imp ( 1,166) Demo( 438) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,604) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(100) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(156) 

Other 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(259) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




15,848 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




792 

SUBTOTAL 




16,640 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.47%) 




577 

TOTAL REQUEST 




17,217 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




17,000 

OFFSET DEMOLITION COST 




187 

INSTALLED EQT -OTHER APPROP 




0 


Description of Proposed construction A specially designed Readiness Center of permanent 
|masonry type construction, brick and concrete block units with concrete 
floors, and a built-up or single membrane roof. A single-story structure with 
mechanical and electrical equipment. Outside supporting facilities include 
privately-owned vehicle parking, fencing, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, 
outside lighting, access roads, detached facility sign, and flagpole. Physical 
security measures will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible 
standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, 
berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
distance cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will 
be incorporated into design, including energy management control systems and 
high efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Demolish 19 buildings at 
jArden Hills Army Training Site, Arden Hills, MN (TOTAL 2,732 m2/29,406 SF) , 12 
buildings at Camp Ripley, Little Falls, MN (TOTAL 1,156 m2/12,447 SF) , and 1 
building at St Paul Readiness Center, St Paul, MN (TOTAL 8,480 m2/91,277 SF) . 
[Air Conditioning (Estimated 812 kWr/231 Tons) . 


6,551 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

This project is to provide a readiness center, of permanent type 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE IKED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 


ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 20X2 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
[Arden Hills Army Training Site 
Arden Hills, Minnesota 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 


Sustainability/Energy Measures 
[Ant it error ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 


UM (M/E) 


LS 

LS 

LS 


QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 


Cost 

($ 000 ) 


(260) 

(260) 

(150 ) 


670 


construction, to serve the peacetime missions of the assigned unit. The space 
will permit all personnel to perform the necessary tasks that will improve the 
units readiness posture. The site of the project is on state land. (Current 
Mission) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to house all elements of the HSC and 

Co A (Det) 834th DASB. After transformation, these units will have a required 
strength of 230 personnel. The readiness center will provide the necessary 
administrative, training and storage areas required to achieve proficiency in 
required training tasks. A federally-owned, state licensed site is available 
for this project. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The identified units are currently assigned to a facility 


that was constructed in 1962. Due to facility age it is in need of extensive 
renovation and/or additions to meet current code or criteria as outlined in 
|NGB PAM 415-12, Apr 2007. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The unit's ability to meet its readiness, recruiting 


and retention, and training objectives will continue to be adversely affected 
if the personnel are not provided with the adequate facilities. Delays in the 
funding of this project will force the continued use of an inadequate and 
unsound facility and the present facility's deficiencies will continue to 
negatively impact troop readiness and morale. 

ADDITIONAL : This project complies with the scope and design criteria of NG 

Pam 415-12 dted Apr 2007 and Design Guide 415-1 dated 11 Dec 2007. The most 
similar DoD standards for readiness center construction do not address all of 
the current criteria incorporated in the Army National Guard Readiness Center 
[design and thus do not yield accurate cost estimates. Therefore, state 
historical costs for construction of like facilities were used to develop 
baseline unit cost and were adjusted for size, fiscal year and location. 
Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during 
project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet this 
requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. This project has been coordinated 
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1. COMPONENT | 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG ! 

! 06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Arden Hills Army Training Site 


Arden Hills, Minnesota 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 

270238 


ADDITIONAL ; ( CONTINUED ) 

with the installation physical security plan. All required physical security 
land anti -terrorism/force protection measures are include Alternative methods 
:of meeting this requirement have been explored during project development. 

This project is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies that this 
project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 940 

(b) All Other Design Costs 533 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 12 

(e) In-house l , 461 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 


(6) Construction Completion 


DD ^.,6 13910 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 
ARNG 06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Arden Hills Army Training Site 

Arden Hills, Minnesota 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 

270238 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropr iat ion Or Requested ($000) 

NA 
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COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD A3® RESERVE 
MILITARY OONSTOUCTICN 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTAIiATICW AD© LOCATION 

Canp Ripley IHStO= 27B40 

Little Falls, Minnesota 

5, FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UITLIZATICN 

Support logistical and operational activities for training x 240 days/year. 


4. AREA OBSTRUCTION 


6. OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATICNS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


37.00 miles Readiness Center 


ARNG LongPrairie, 

ARNG Brainerd, MN 


3,751 m2 (40,373 SF) 


3,634 m2 (39,112 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17858 Scout Recorina i sance Range 


1,083 m2 (11,662 SF) 


($000) START CMPL 
17,000 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCMMENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. TOE BOARD RECCM4ENDATICNS ARE 
ITOLATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


) SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND TOE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
TOE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 29 JUL 2011 


TOTAL OF FICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 GUARD AN D RESERVE 

2. DATE 

ARNG 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

06 FEB 2012 

j 3 . INSTALLATTCN AND LOCATION 


Cartp Ripley 

INSND= 27B40 


1 Little Falls, Minnesota 



12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 


EMIT DESKMTIOM 
(ACT CAMP RIPLEY TOG S) 


UIC TPSN 

W7Q8AA 66755 


MTOE/TDA 

NGW7Q8AA 


AUTHORIZED 


A CTUAL 
160 


Assigned/Anthori zed : 106% 


13 , MAJOR EQUIEMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


AUTHORIZED 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 
FUEL TRUCK 
HET 
TOTALS 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PAGE NO . 104 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 




1024 


l.CXWPONENT 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND U3CATTGN 

Camp Ripley 
Little Falls, Minnesota 


4-PROJECr TITLE 


Scout Reconnaisance Range 


5. PROGRAM ELBfflKT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7 . PROJECT NUMBER. 

8.PJCOECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

178 

270236 

Afprop 17,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




11,047 

Stationary Infantry Target Empl 

EA 

154 -- 

2,100 

(323) 

Moving Infantry Target Emplacme 


4 -- 

ii, ooq 

(44) 

Stationary Armored Target Empl a 

EA 

34 -- 

6,300 

(214) 

Moving Armored Target Emplaceme 


6 -- 

375,680 

(2,254) 

Facades 

EA 

8 -- 

60,391 

(483) 

Total from Continuation page 




(7,729) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




4,601 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(164) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 


-- 

__ 

(133) 

Site Imp ( 329) Demo( 14) 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(343) 

Other 

LS 



(3,961) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




15,648 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




782 

SUBTOTAL 




16,430 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.34%) 




549 

TOTAL REQUEST 

9|H 



16,979 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




17,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 

■ ■ 



(5,439) 


io. Description of proposed construction Construct a modified Army Standard Digital 
Multi-Purpose Training Range (DMPTR) /Scout Reccee Range used to train and test 
scout vehicle crews on the skills necessary to detect, identify, engage and 
defeat stationary/moving infantry and stationary/moving armor targets in a 
tactical array. Range will consist of a course lane for each range, 34 
stationary armor target emplacements, 154 stationary infantry target 
emplacements, 4 moving infantry target emplacements, 6 moving armored target 
emplacements, 8 facades and 8 battle positions with firing point /limit /lane 
|markers. The primary facilities will include a range tower, range operations 
center, target operations and storage, bleacher enclosure, covered mess, 
ammunition breakdown building, ammunition loading dock, latrine, military 
I vehicle parking, and utilities. The design and construction shall conform to 
Army National Guard Pamphlet 415-4 (dated 1 June 2011) Training Site 
Facilities Design Guide, TC 25-8 Training Ranges (dated 20 May 2010); in 
conjunction with the General Facilities Information Design Guide DG 415-5 
General Facilities Information Design Guide (dated 1 June 2011) ; in accordance 
with Public Law 90-480 (provisions for physically handicapped personnel) and 
in accordance with Minnesota Access Ability Standards and ADA laws, ASTM and 
Industry Standards. Contractor shall comply with State, Local and Federal 
Environmental requirements. Force Protection and physical security shall be 
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1 . COMPONENT 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Camp Ripley 
Little Falls, 


Minnesota 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

Scout Reconnaisance Range 

5 . PROJECT 



9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 












Unit 

Cost 

Item 

UM (M/E) 

QUANTITY 


COST 

($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 







Trenches with Bunkers 

EA 

2 

-- 


136,184 

(272) 

Defilades (Battle Positions) 

EA 

8 

-- 


148,000 

(1,184) 

Concrete Turn Pads 

EA 

12 

__ 


21,132 

(254) 

Limit Markers 

EA 

4 

-- 


862.18 

(3) 

Camera Towers 

EA 

4 

-- 


18,784 

(75) 

Night Lighting - Lane 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(15) 

Power Centers /Transformers/Pane 

EA 

15 

-- 


10,106 

(152) 

Firing Point Markers 

EA 

8 

__ 


470.00 

(4) 

Lane Markers 

EA 

30 

-- 


1,568 

(47) 

Power /Comm Trenching 

m (LF) 

18,288 

( 

60,000) 

36.98 

(676) 

Downrange Power 

m (LF) 

18,288 

< 

60,000) 

36.98 

(676) 

Downrange Data 

m (LF) 

18,288 

( 

60,000) 

36.98 

(676) 

ROC/Latrine 

m2 (SF) 

190.45 

! 

2,050) 

2,851 

(543) 

Operations/Storage Building 

m2 (SF) 

222.97 

( 

2,400) 

1,739 

(388) 

Range Control Tower 

m2 (SF) 

89.19 

( 

960) 

15,922 

(1,420) 

Vehicle Instrumentation Dock 

m2 (SF) 

78.97 

( 

850) 

4,044 

(319) 

Bivouac Area 

m2 (SF) 

209.03 

( 

2,250) 

192.14 

(40) 

Ammo Breakdown Building 

m2 (SF) 

69.86 

( 

752) 

2,578 

(180) 

Ammo Loading Dock 

m2 (SF) 

222.97 

( 

2,400) 

2,967 

(662) 

Urban Clusters 

LS 


-~ 


-- 

(70) 

Misfire Pit 

LS 




— 

(5) 

Live Fire Accuracy Screening (L 

LS 


-- 


__ 

(19) 

Bore Sight Line 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(20) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 


-- 


-- 

(29) 






Total 

7,729 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

implemented into the facility in accordance with Army TM 5-853-1 and AR 
190-11, respectively. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
design including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas, 
and vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent 
access when standoff distance cannot be maintained. Building shall be designed 
and constructed to operate as energy efficient and cost effective as possible 
and design shall include energy management control systems and high efficiency 
imotors, lighting, and standard automated HVAC/MEP systems. The building 
designs are considered smart designs that incorporate practical, energy 
saving design elements meeting the intent of LEED guidance within the range 
[program amount. Air Conditioning {Estimated 32 kWr/9 Tons). 


11. RBQ: 


1,083 m2 ADQT: 


SUBSTD : 


PROJECT : A multi- lane Digital Multipurpose Training Range with Scout 
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1 . COMPONENT 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Camp Ripley 

Little Falls, Minnesota 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

S . PROJECT NUMBER 

Scout Reconnaisance Range 

270236 


PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 

Reconnaissance (DMPTR/Scout Recon) capabilities for the soldiers training on 
mounted and dismounted tasks associated with detection and defeat of moving 
and stationary targets in a tactical array. {Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The DMPTR/Scout Recon range complex is used to train armor, 

infantry, aviation and scout reconnaissance teams /crews /units on the skills 
necessary to detect, identify, engage and defeat stationary and moving 
infantry, and armor targets in a tactical array. The complex is specifically 
designed to satisfy the training and qualification requirements for the crews 
and sections of armor, infantry and aviation units. This complex also supports 
dismounted infantry squad tactical live- fire operations either independently 
of, or simultaneously with, supporting vehicles. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Currently Camp Ripley does not have a range capable of 

supporting these critical training requirements. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The soldiers and units scheduled to deploy from Camp 

Ripley will have to spend additional time at the mobilization stations in 
order to qualify on their individual weapons. The units that have established 
a habitual training relationship with Camp Ripley will continue to train on 
substandard facilities that do not meet current training requirements. This 
will continue to negatively impact their ability to accomplish all of their 
Readiness Training objectives. In addition, Camp Ripley will continue to show 
a deltas for DMPTR and Scout Recee ranges. If this range is not constructed 
Camp Ripley will continue to experience shortfalls in these areas a long with 
an increasing demand on its current multipurpose range complexes. 

ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. This project has been coordinated 
with the installation physical security plan. All required physical security 
measures and all anti -terrorism/force protection measures are included. 
Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during 
project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet the 
requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
potential. The facility will be available for use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(!) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 . . 

(c) Date 35% Designed 

nn form nom previous editions may be used internally 

1 DEC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


. OCT 2010 

. 65 

• JUM 2011 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Camp Ripley 




Little Falls, 

Minnesota 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

Scout Reconnaisance Range 


270236 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 940 

(b) All Other Design Costs 533 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1 , 473 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 


(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations : 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

UXO Survey 

OPA 

2011 

50 

UXO Remediation 

OPA 

2012 

900 

Targets 

OPA 

2014 

4,489 



TOTAL 

5,439 


CFMO Name : COL Bruce Jensen 
Phone Number: 320-616-2602 
PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. CXMPCNENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AMD RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . 3NSTAUATI® .AND LOCATION 
FT Leonard Wood 
Fort Leonard wood, Missouri 


TNSNO= 29C77 


4. AREA CONSTRICTION 
COST INDEX 
.95 


FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Reservists; 2-5 night s/week. Rill -Time Personnel: 5 days/week. 


. OTHER ACITVE/GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARMS FT Leonard Wood, MO .00 miles Readiness Center 

ARN3 FT Leanard Wood, M0 .00 miles Aviation Facility 

ARNO FT Leanard Wood, M0 .00 miles Educational Facili 


2,805 m2 (30,192 SF) 
5,036 m2 (54,212 SF) 
1,346 m2 (14,489 SF) 


1996 

2006 

1930 


PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17120 REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 


SCOPE 

4,947 m2 (53,251 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) START CMPL 
18,000 APR 2011 SEP 2012 


, STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


29 AUG 2011 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10 . PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION , AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

( $ 0 00 ) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 05 ADG 2011 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


ENLISTE D 

53 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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l.aMKHENT 


ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 


S.PRCXSJflM ELEMENT 

6 .CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8 . PROJECT COST ($000) 




Anti) 

0505896A 

171 

290176 

18,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




12,465 

Educational Facility 

m2 (SF) 

4,947 ( 53,251) 

2,368 

(11,715) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(150) 

Sustainability/Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(223) 

Anti terrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(223) 

Building Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(154) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




4,104 

Electric Service 

LS 

__ 

__ 

(200) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(750) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,252) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(80) 

Site Imp ( 1,400) Demo{ ) 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,400) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(152) 

Other 

LS 



(270) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




16,569 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




828 

SUBTOTAL 




17,397 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.43%) 




597 

TOTAL REQUEST 

■ ■ 



17,994 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




18,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 

■■I 



0 


io .Description of: proposed construction a specially designed training center of permanent 


masonry type construction, brick and concrete block units with concrete 
floors, and a pitched roof system. A multi-level structure with mechanical and 
electrical equipment and pre-wired work stations. Phase I of project number 
290176 estimated amount is: $18,000,000 which will include administration and 
educational facility; Military Parking, rigid and flexible paving, curbing and 
sidewalks, security fencing, exterior lighting and fire protection and 
detached facility sign; portions of the total project. Force protection and 
physical security will be implemented into the facility in accordance with 
Army TM 5-853-1 and AR 190-11, respectively. DOD standards in regard to 
security engineering will require facility offset, barriers, door and window 
treatment and appropriate structural hardening and placement of vulnerable 
building components such as loading areas and access. The construction shall 
conform to Army National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 (dated 01 June 2011) the 
DG415-4 Training Site Facilities Design Guide (dated 11 Dec 2007) and in 
conjunction with the General Facilities Information Design Guide DG415-5 
(dated 01 June 2011) ; in accordance with ADA and Public Law 90-480 (provisions 
for physically handicapped personnel) , ASTM, Industry Standards and all State 
and Federal Environmental requirements and codes. All MEP tasks shall be 
prepared and completed by a certified Master in each trade. Building shall be 


DD 


FCRM 
1 DEC 76 
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1 . COMPONENT 


ARNG 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 


designed to operate as energy efficient and cost effective as possible. 
Contractor shall incorporate cost saving energy efficient sensors of commodes, 
sinks and urinals as well as energy efficient lighting throughout the 
facility. All telecommunication systems shall be fiber-optic and conform to 
industry standards. This project and site shall meet or exceed the required 
LEEDS silver rating. Demolish 3 buildings at Centertown Readiness Center, 
Centertown, MO (TOTAL 1,165 m2/12,535 SF) , 12 buildings at Fort Leonard Wood, 
Fort Leonard Wood, MO (TOTAL 1,820 m2/19,593 SF) , and 12 buildings at MTA Camp 
,Clark Nevada, Nevada, MO (TOTAL 1,978 m2/21,289 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 626 kWr/178 Tons). 


11 . 


REQ: 4,947 m2 ADQT : NONE SUB STD : NONE 

PROJECT : This will be the first of a two Phase construction project to 
construct a Regional Training Institute on Fort Leonard Wood. Phase I of this 
(project will provide administrative offices, instructor preparation areas, and 
classrooms for the Regional Training Institute (RTI) that is headquartered at 
the MOARNG Training Center. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This structure is required (under Phase I) to provide adequate 


as well as necessary space to accommodate units performing training at this 
location on a year-round basis. This project will support all units of the 
Missouri Army National Guard, ARNG units of the Region by enabling them to 
receive MOS, leadership enhancing and combat readiness training which is not 
otherwise readily available to the soldiers of the region and provide unit 
training i.e. NCOES, OCS, MOS, and Total Army School System required to 
achieve proficiency in respective areas of training. By affording these 
soldiers the opportunity to train at a nearby educational facility, 
substantial training cost savings can be realized. The facility will support 
(Missouri personnel (2,063) assigned to units within a two hours travel 
distance during inactive duty training periods and will save annual training 
time for collective training. This facility will be constructed on Federal 
Land. Phase II of this project estimated amount: $24,870,000 would include all 
billeting requirements, dining facility and physical fitness area. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The current Fort Leonard Wood facilities are World War II 

(WWII) wood and do not meet TRADOC accreditation standards. Most of the World 
War II, wood- type buildings are not capable of supporting readiness 
requirements for training and mobilization. The proposed Administrative/ 
Educational building will provide the training facilities required for units 
(within the Regional area in accordance with authorized criteria. Additionally, 
the structures will provide modern facilities, which will support the current 
and future schoolhouse requirements. The 140th Regimental Training Institute 
is currently under a waiver on the facilities until they can be replaced. 

There are no other facilities within the state that meet the criteria. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project does not come to fruition, the 


existing inadequate facilities will continue to deteriorate as more and more 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Fort Leonard Wood 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 

1 4. PROJECT TITLE 




5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

[REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 




290176 

IMPACT IF NOT 

PROVIDED : 

(CONTINUED) 





annual requirements are added to the already constrained capacity of those 
structures to accommodate the pre -mobilization training mandated by DoD. 
Personnel will continue to train in inadequate and over-utilized facilities, 
which will severely impact mission performance, training, and troop morale. 

The only alternative is to send more personnel for extended periods out of 
state which will result in increased costs and loss of valuable collective 
training time normally reserved for annual training. The result is the 
degradation of overall readiness. 

ADDITIONAL : Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development and construction of the project in accordance with Executive Order 
13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has been 
coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all physical 
security measures are included. All required anti- terrorism/force protection 
measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have 
been explored during project development. This project is the only feasible 
option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for 
joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by other 
components . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started APR 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete SEP 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 994 

(b) All Other Design Costs 563 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1,557 

(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 


nn FORM looir. previous editions may be used internally 

1 DJ3C 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 .COMPONENT 

2 -DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Fort Leonard Wood 


Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE 

290176 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


PAGE NO. 114 


CFMO Name: LTC Michael Winkler 
Phone Number: 573-638-9750 
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. component 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


. DATE 
06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Kansas City 

Kansas City, Missouri 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
.97 


. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF ITnLIZATIQN 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/mcnth. 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARNG Independence, MO 26.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG Harrisonville, M0 32.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG Richmond, MO 44.00 miles Readiness Center 


1,234 m2 {13,288 SF) 
1,876 m2 (20,193 SF) 
1,201 m2 (12,927 SF) 


1955 

1988 

1964 


PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER ADD/ ALT 


SCOPE 

957 m2 (10,300 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) START CMPL 
1,900 MAR 2010 OCT 2011 


. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION . 


19 MAY 20 '10 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10, PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 17 MAY 2011 


G UARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


OFFICER FNLISTED CIVILIAN 

15 25 0 


TOTAL 

726 

600 


O FFICER EN LISTED 
125 601 

71 529 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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. 1 . cxMPONSsrr 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FES 2012 

3 . INSmLLATICN AND LOCATION 

Kansas City 

Kansas City, Missouri 

INSNO= 

29B40 


12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 




STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

KGT HHC, INFANTRY BA 

(BN INFANTRY BATTALION) WIN7T0 

30701 

212 164 


(CO SAPPER COMPANY (RE) 

CD A (HHC SPECIAL TROOPS BA) 
(CO MEDICAL COMPANY, A) 

(1*2 HHC, MANEUVER ENHA) 


WX2HAA 

WX45A0 

WX64AA 

WX7KAA 


20518 

03535 

30858 

33710 


05330GNG02 

870050*335 

08457ANG01 

373420*301 


100 

158 


107 

115 

82 

132 

600 


Assigned/ Author! zed : 82% 


13. MAJOR EQUIIWENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

KIEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

a. air ponunaj 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 
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Building Informat iona Systems 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sust a inability /Energy Measures 
Antiterrorism Measures 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Site Imp ( 151) Demo ( ) 

Antiterrorism Measures 
Buildign Information Systems 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.54%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


io. D escription of proposed construction A specially designed two story addition to the 

existing, multi-story Readiness Center of permanent masonry type construction, 
with matching and/or complimentary exterior brick, standing seam roof, and 
concrete floors. Systems include mechanical and electrical equipment with 
emergency power generator backup. Addition/expansion of some supporting 
facilities includes military parking, security fencing, motor pool lighting 
and sidewalks. Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and communications 
utilities may be necessary. Actual foundation should closely match that of the 
existing structure and will be determined during design. Physical security 
measures will be incorporated into the design to include maximum feasible 
standoff distance from existing roads, parking areas, loading areas, etc. 
Berms, heavy landscaping and bollards may be used to prevent access when 
standoff cannot be achieved. Cost effective energy conserving features will be 
incorporated into design and standard HVAC/MEP systems commissioning will be 
included. Air Conditioning (Estimated 123 kWr/35 Tons) . 

11- REQ: 95V m2 ADQT : 5,178 m2 SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT ; Addition is required to the Kansans City Readiness Center. Providing 
enough space for a battalion HHC and accompanying staff sections. Headquarters 
and Headquarters Company of a new Infantry Battalion (1/13 8th) locates 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Kansas City Readiness Center 

Kansas City, Missouri 

4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

Ireadiness center add/alt 


290215 



PROJECT : ( CONT INUED ) 

into the Kansas City Armory. Construction would match existing exterior facade 
and provide administrative, storage and training space for the new unit as 
well as extensions of the military parking facilities and other support 
facilities. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : An addition to the existing, multi -story readiness center of 

permanent masonry type construction, with matching and/or complimentary 
exterior brick, standing seam roof, and concrete floors. Adequate facilities 
to support the new unit of HHC, l/138th Infantry. Requirement is for 10,300 SF 
at the Kansas City Readiness Center. A completed demographic study 
demonstrates the general population pool is adequate to meet future manning 
requirements of all units proposed for stationing at this facility. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The Kansas City Readiness Center lacks existing square 

footage for the current tenets and will be woefully inadequate with the 
additional Infantry Battalion. In addition to basic administrative space, 
Kansas City is inadequate in class rooms, supply rooms, arms vaults, showers, 
kitchen space and storage. The facility was built in 1973 and no longer 
efficiently meets the needs of the respective units. It is determined 
rehabilitation or expansion on the site is feasible. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Inability of units to train concurrently. Inadequate 

space to train effectively and efficiently. Units may be forced to drill on 
multiple weekends, degrading the effectiveness of collective training. 
Administration of multiple drill weekends is difficult. Poor, cramped 
facilities degrades morale and causes 

ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 

explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/f orce 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by 
other components . 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAR 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 100 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2010 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2011 
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compos 

ARNG 


SENT 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESER\ 
MILITARY OJNSiRUCTiCN 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 


Mcnett, Missouri 

5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times /month. 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSIALIATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


ARNG Pierce City, MO 

ARNG Aurora, MO 


6.00 miles Readiness Center 
15.00 miles Readiness Center 


2,462 m2 (26,500 SF) 
1,896 m2 (20,410 SF) 
2,311 m2 (24,874 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTS) IN THIS PROGRAM: 


ODE PROJECT TIT LE 
17180 READINESS CENTER ADD/ ALT 


820 MAR 2010 OCT 2011 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD BOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION . THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL OBSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 0 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 


THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 NOV 2009 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. CCMPCNENT 
ARNG 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Monett 

Manett, Missouri 

12. RESERVE UNIT DATA. 

UNIT DESIGNATION 
1/138TH IN BN 
(DET ASPHALT TEAM) 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY OTNSIRDCTICN 


2 . 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


INSNO= 290)0 


UIC TPSN MIOE/im 

WPN7D0 

WX2GAA 30537 05520GNG04 


STRENGTH 

AUn-PRIZED ACTUAL 
43 43 

39 38 

82 81 


Assigned/Authorized: 98% 


13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


ACTUAL 


0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

29 


14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3.INSTALTATIQN AND LOCATION 

Monett Readiness Center 
iMonett, Missouri 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6 .CATEGORY CODE 

'/.PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROTECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

171 

290216 

AiW g 20 


9 . COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


CM {M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Readiness Center ADD 
Energy Management Controls 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
|Antiterrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


392.05 ( 


608 

(565) 

{ 11 ) 

( 11 ) 

( 11 ) 

( 10 ) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Site Imp ( 46) Demo ( 

Information Systems 
[Anti terrorism Measures 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


145 

(85) 

(46) 

(5) 

(9) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.53%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


753 

38 


791 

28 


819 

820 
(0) 


.Description of proposed construction a specially designed addition to the existing, 
single-story Readiness Center of permanent masonry type construction, with 
[matching and/or complimentary exterior, standing seam roof, and concrete 
floors. Systems include mechanical and electrical equipment with emergency 
[power generator backup. Administrative, storage and training space shall be 
constructed, added or expanded as well as some supporting facilities including 
[military parking, security fencing, motor pool lighting and sidewalks. 
Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and communications utilities may be 
necessary. Actual foundation should closely match that of the existing 
structure and will be determined during design. Physical security measures 
will be incorporated into the design to include maximum feasible standoff 
distance from existing roads, parking areas, loading areas, etc. Berms, heavy 
landscaping and bollards may be used to prevent access when standoff cannot be 
achieved. The design and construction shall conform to Army National Guard 
Pamphlet 415-12 (dated 30 April 2007) the Readiness Centers Design Guide 
DG415-1 (dated 11 Dec 2007) in conjunction with the General Facilities 
Information Design Guide DG415-5 (dated 11 Dec 2007); in accordance with 
Structural Accessibility for Military Facilities encompassing design 
modifications and enhancements that permit safe access to and from military 
structures in accordance with the provisions of Public Law 90-480 and in 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Monett Readiness Center 

Monett, Missouri 

4. PROJECT TITLE 



5 . PROJECT NUMBER 1 

READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 



290216 

i 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 


accordance with ASTM and Industry Standards. Contractor shall comply with 
State, Local and Federal Environmental requirements. Force Protection and 
physical security shall be implemented into the facility in accordance with 
jArmy TM 5-853-1 and AR 190-11, respectively. DOD Standards in regard to 
security engineering will require facility off-set, barriers, door and window 
treatment, and appropriate structural hardening and placement of vulnerable 
building components such as loading and access areas. Building shall be 
idesigned and constructed to operate as energy efficient and cost effective as 
Ipossible and design shall include energy management control systems and high 
lefficiency motors and standard automated HVAC/MEP systems. Contractor shall 
incorporate cost saving energy efficient sensors on commodes, sinks and 
(urinals as well as energy efficient lighting throughout the facility. This 
(project and site shall meet or exceed the required LEED silver rating. Air 
Conditioning {Estimated 53 kWr/15 Tons) . 


11. REQ; 392 m2 ADQT: 1,031 m2 SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : An addition to the Monett Readiness Center; Providing enough space 
for D-Company l/138th Infantry. Delta Company of a new Infantry Battalion 
(l/138th) locates into the Monett Armory. Construction would match 
existing exterior facade and provide administrative, storage and training 
space for the new unit as well as extensions of the military parking 
facilities and other support facilities. (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; An addition to the existing, single-story readiness center of 
permanent masonry type construction, with matching and/or complimentary 
exterior brick, standing seam roof, and concrete floors. Adequate facilities 
to support the new unit of l/138th Infantry. Requirement is for 4,220 SF at 
the Monett Readiness Center Add. A completed demographic study demonstrates 
the general population pool is adequate to meet future manning requirements of 
all units proposed for stationing at this facility. 

CU RRENT SITUATION: The Monett Readiness Center is woefully inadequate in 


existing square footage for the current tenets and will be even more degraded 
(with the additional Infantry unit. In addition to basic administrative space, 
(Monett lacks sufficient SF in class rooms, supply rooms, arms vaults, showers, 
kitchen space and storage. The facility was built in 1990 and no longer 
efficiently meets the needs of the respective units. It is determined 
rehabilitation or expansion on the site is feasible. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Inability of units to train concurrently. Inadequate 

space to train effectively and efficiently. Units may be forced to drill on 
multiple weekends, degrading the effectiveness of collective training. 
(Administration of multiple drill weekends is difficult. Poor, cramped 
facilities degrades morale and causes 

ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 


explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement . Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
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1. COMPONENT 

2 .DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Monett Readiness Center 

Monett, Missouri 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 

290216 


ADDITIONAL : ( CONTINUED ) 

design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. All required anti -terrorism/ force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by 
other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAR 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 1QQ 

(c) Date 35% Designed jun 2010 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2011 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 49 

(b) All Other Design Costs 26 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 75 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 


(6) Construction Completion 


EDITIONS MAY BE USED tutodhuitv 


UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


OCT 2014 


DD , DEC 1 76 13 91C 


PREVIOUS 


INTERNALLY 
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1. COMPONENT 

2. DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Monet t Readiness Center 

Monett, Missouri 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 

290216 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NONE 
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1. COMPCNENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Perryville 

Perryville, Missouri 


INSNO= 29C25 


. AREA OBSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
.95 


FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF OTTLIZAT1QN 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2 -day training assembly 2-3 times/month. 


6. OTHER ACITVE/GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARNG Jackson, MO 29.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG Fredericktown, M3 37.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG Cape Girardeau, M0 37.00 miles Readiness Center 


1,175 m2 (12,650 SF) 
1,458 m2 (15,690 SF) 
2,241 m2 (24,127 SF) 


1954 

1961 

1957 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

Q0DE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 


SCOPE 

308 m2 (3,317 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START CMPL 
700 MAR 2010 OCT 2011 


. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCM4ENDATICN 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANS ICN. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL OBSTRUCTION. 


19 MAY 2010 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

($ 000) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 NOV 2009 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLIST ED 

81 2 79 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 .OT®GNENT 


ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATICW AND WCATXXt 

Perryville Readiness Center 
Perryville, Missouri 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

171 

290217 

Apprcp 700 


9. GOST ESTIMATES 


LM (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Readiness Center ADD 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/ Energy Measures 
|Anti terrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


308.16 { 


3,317) 


1,442 


504 

(444) 

( 10 ) 

( 10 ) 

( 10 ) 

(30) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Site Imp ( 44) Demo{ 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Other 


137 

(44) 

( 2 ) 

(91) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

CONTINGENCY ( 5 . 00% ) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.70%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


641 

32 


673 

25 


698 

700 

(0) 


a. Description ot Propose construction a specially designed addition to the existing, 

ingle -story Readiness Center of permanent masonry type construction, with 
[matching and/or complimentary exterior brick, standing seam roof, and concrete 
floors. Systems include mechanical and electrical equipment with emergency 
[power generator backup. Addition/expansion of some supporting facilities 
includes military parking, security fencing, motor pool lighting and 
sidewalks. Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and communications 
[utilities may be necessary. Actual foundation should closely match that of the 
existing structure and will be determined during design. Physical security 
(measures will be incorporated into the design to include maximum feasible 
standoff distance from existing roads, parking areas, loading areas, etc. 
(Berms, heavy landscaping and bollards may be used to prevent access when 
standoff cannot be achieved. The design and construction shall conform to Army 
National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 (dated 30 April 2007) the Readiness Centers 
Design Guide DG415-1 (dated 11 Dec 2007) in conjunction with the General 
Facilities Information Design Guide DG415-5 (dated 11 Dec 2007) . Structural 
[Accessibility for Military Facilities shall encompassing design modifications 
and enhancements that permit safe access to and from military structures in 
accordance with the provisions of Public Law 90-480 and in accordance with 
[ASTM and Industry Standards. Contractor shall comply with State, Local and 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Perryville Readiness Center 

Perryville, Missouri 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER ADD/ALT 

290217 






DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

Federal Environmental requirements. Force Protection and physical security 
shall be implemented into the facility in accordance with Army TM 5-853-1 and 
AR 190-11, respectively. DOD Standards in regard to security engineering will 
require facility off-set, barriers, door and window treatment, and appropriate 
structural hardening and placement of vulnerable building components such as 
loading areas and access. Building shall be designed and constructed to 
operate as energy efficient and cost effective as possible and design shall 
include energy management control systems and high efficiency motors and 
standard automated HVAC/MEP systems. Contractor shall incorporate cost saving 
energy efficient sensors on commodes, sinks and urinals as well as energy 
efficient lighting throughout the facility. This project and site shall meet 
or exceed the required LEED silver rating. Demolish 3 buildings at MTA Camp 
Clark Nevada, Nevada, MO (TOTAL 495 m2/5,332 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 
39 kWr/11 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 308 m2 ADQT: 1,218 m2 SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : Addition to the Perryville Readiness Center; Providing enough space 
for a Detachment of C-Company l/138th Infantry. Detachment 1, Charlie Company 
of a new Infantry Battalion (l/138th) locates into the Perryville 
Armory. Construction would match existing exterior facade and provide 
administrative, storage and training space for the new unit as well as 
extensions of the military parking facilities and other support facilities. 
(Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : An addition to the existing, single-story readiness center of 

permanent masonry type construction, with matching and/or complimentary 
exterior brick, standing seam roof, and concrete floors. Adequate facilities 
to support the new unit of l/138th Infantry are required. Requirement is for 
3,315 new SF at the Perryville Readiness Center. A completed demographic study 
demonstrates the general population pool is adequate to meet future manning 
requirements of all units proposed for stationing at this facility. By 
implementing a high performance lighting retrofit programs, high efficiency 
HVAC unit replacement programs and installing energy management systems this 
facility may significantly reduced its overall annual electricity consumption, 
which is an equivalent annual reduction of C02 emissions. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The Perryville Readiness Center lacks existing square 

footage for the current tenants and will be woefully inadequate with the 
additional Infantry unit. In addition to basic administrative space, 

Perryville is inadequate in class rooms, supply rooms, arms vaults, showers, 
kitchen space and storage. The facility was built in 1957 and no longer 
efficiently meets the needs of the respective units. It is determined 
rehabilitation or expansion on the site is feasible. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: Inability of units to train concurrently. Inadequate 

space to train effectively and efficiently. Units may be forced to drill on 
multiple weekends, degrading the effectiveness of collective training. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn FORM -nqin 
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IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: (CONTINUED) 

Administration of multiple drill weekends is difficult. Poor, cramped 
facilities degrades morale and causes 

ADDITIONAL; Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army {Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by 
other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAR 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 100 

(c) Date 35% Designed JTJN 2010 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2011 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

{a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a) 4 (b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 42 

(b) All Other Design Costs 22 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 64 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 


( 6 ) Construction Completion. 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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12 . SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations: 






Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 


NONE 


CFMO Name: LTC Michael Winkler 
Phone Number: 573-638-9750 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AT® RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Miles City Land Lease 

Miles City, Montana 

INSNO= 30602 



12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 




STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

MILES CITY RC RECRUITER DET MONTANA 

(CO ENGINEER SUPPORT C) 

UIC TPSN 

(BN ARNG RE W7772N 56751 

WX2QAA 20515 

MIOE/TDA 

NC3T777AA 

054190*302 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

1 1 

55 56 


Assigned/Authorized: 101% 


13. MAJOR EQOIEMEWT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 
WHEELED 
TRAILERS 
TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 
FUEL TRUCK 
HET 
TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLOTICN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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ITEM 

gMTSTi'-MI 

QUANTITY i 

PRIMARY FACILITY 

Readiness Center 

m2 

(SF) 

3,338 { 

35,931) 

Unheated Encl/Shed-TP Vhcl Strg 

m2 

(SF) 

1,752 { 

18,860) 

Controlled Waste Handling Fac 

m2 

(SF) 

27.87 { 

300) 

Flammable Materials Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

9.29 { 

100) 

Unheated Metal Storage 

m2 

(SF) 

345.69 { 

3,721) 

Total from Continuation page 





SUPPORTING FACILITIES 

Electric Service 

LS 




Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 


-- 


Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 


-- 


Storm Drainage 

LS 


-- 


Site Imp { 86) Demo ( ) 

LS 


-- 


Information Systems 

LS 


-- 


Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 


-- 


Other 

LS 


-- 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV , INSP & OVERHEAD (3.49%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 







COST <$000) 

8 

,560 

(6 

,223) 

(1 

,409) 


(60) 


(20) 


(279) 


(569) 

1 

,556 


(200) 


(98) 


(545) 


(50) 


(86) 


(22) 


(114) 


(441) 

10 

, 116 


506 

10 

,622 


371 

10 

, 993 

11 

o 

o 

o 


0 


io. Description ot Proposed construction a specially designed readiness center of permanent 

masonry type construction, brick and concrete block units with concrete 
floors, and a built-up or single membrane roof. A one-story structure with 
mechanical and electrical equipment and prewired work stations. Outside 
supporting facilities include military and privately-owned vehicle parking, 
fencing, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, outside lighting, access roads, 
detached facility sign, wash platform, loading ramp, curbing, and flagpole. 
Physical security measures will be incorporated into design including maximum 
feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading 
areas, berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
distance cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will 
be incorporated into design, including energy management control systems and 
high efficiency motors, lighting, commissioning of building systems, and HVAC 
systems. Demolish 4 buildings {TOTAL 3,647 m2/39,252 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 376 kWr/107 Tons) . 

Il7 REQ- 5,479 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : This project is to provide a readiness center of permanent type 
construction to serve the peace time missions of the assigned unit. The space 
will permit all personnel to perform the necessary tasks that will improve the 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 . DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Miles City Land Lease 

Miles City, Montana 

4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

READINESS CENTER 


300032 | 



9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


UM (M/E) 


QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 


Energy Management Control Syste LS 
Sustainability/Energy Measures LS 
(Anti terror ism Measures LS 
Building Information Systems LS 


PROJECT : ( CONTINUED ) 


Cost 

($ 000 ) 


(i6o: 

(i6o: 

(i 62 : 

( 87 : 

569 


junits readiness posture. The site of the project is on state land. (New 
Mission) (New Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : A 5,090 SM (54,791 SF) readiness center is required to 


adequately provide the unit housed in this facility with administrative, 
supply, classroom, locker, latrine, and kitchen space. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The individuals, assigned to this facility drill in an 


overcrowded and substandard facility. The existing facility was built in 1957 
and has outlived its useful life. Although projects have been conducted 
through the years to bring the building up to code, it is still substandard 
and out of compliance with current code. The cost of bringing this out of date 
structure within code is nearly the same as the cost of new construction. In 
addition, the building is not energy efficient and it cannot easily be made 
energy efficient. 

IM PACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units' ability to meet its readiness, recruiting 


and retention, and training objectives will continue to be adversely affected 
if the personnel are not provided with the adequate facilities. Delays in the 
funding of this project will force the continued use of an inadequate and 
unsound facility and the present facility's deficiencies will continue to 
negatively impact troop readiness and morale. The lack of proper and adequate 
training, storage and administrative areas will continue to impair the 
attainment of required mobilization readiness levels. 

(ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design. 


development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
(Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti- terrorism/ force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 
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OWONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERV 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTAIXATION AND LOCATION 

Sea Girt NJ Ngtc INSM)= 34B90 

Sea Girt, New Jersey 
5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Billeting for Reserve Gcnponent and Full - time soldiers 7 nights per week. 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARM3 Freehold, NJ 15.00 miles Readiness Center 


3,530 m2 (38,000 SF) 


Earle Naval Weapons 
Lakehurst NAES, NJ 


4,046,855 m2 (43,560,000 SF) 1943 
9,290,300 m2 (99,999,999 SF) 1921 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TIT LE 
17120 Regional Training Institute 


($000) START CMPL 
34,000 FEB 2011 JUN 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE HOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQOTSITTCN REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


Medical Readiness Center 

Sea Girt Medical and Training Facility 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 02 FEB 2011 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1. ODMPCNEOT 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

2. DATE 

AKNG 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

06 FEB 2012 

| 3 . INSTALLATICN AND LOCATION 


Sea Girt NJ Ngtc 

3USNO= 34B90 


Sea Girt, New Jersey 



12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 


UNIT DESIGNATION 


1/254 AR (HQ NE CBT ARMS TNG BD) 
2/254 (GS) (HQ NE CBT ARMS TNG ED) 
(HQ NE CBT ARMS TNG BD) 


TPSN MTOE/TDA 
8T400 M3W8FHAA 
8T400 NGW8FHAA 
8T400 NGW8FHAA 


AUTHORIZED 

26 


Assigned/Authorized: 70% 

ALL NEW JERSEY ARMY NATIONAL GUARD UNITS All Army National Guard units from within the other Region A 
states: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hanpshire, New York, Rhode Island and Vermont . One-third of 
the trocp strength authorized to the USAR units stationed within the boundaries of Region A. 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

GSA SPECIAL VEHICLES 
TOTALS 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUITCN AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 

0 

0 

400 
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.CTMPCNEOT 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


.DATE 


ARNG 1 

3 . n^ALLATION AND LOCATION 

Sea Girt NG Training Center 

Sea Girt, New Jersey 

5 -PROGRAM ELEMENT | 6 .CATEGORY O 


06 FEB 2012 


I Regional Training Institute 

7. PROJECT MMBER 8.PRCXTECT COST ($000) 

Auth 

340110 34,00 


i.CDST ESTIMATES 





ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Educational Facility 
Billets 

Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Anti terrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Storm Drainage 

Site Imp ( 2,586) Demo{ 110) 
Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Other 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.42%) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

OFFSET DEMOLITION COST 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


lo.oeaceipuon oi: proposed construction This project is the first step toward providing 
the 254th Training Regiment with a modern, state-of-the-art instructional 
complex where Soldiers from throughout Region A can receive MOS sustainment 
and leadership training. Personnel from the New Jersey Army National Guard, 
the Army National Guard of the other states within Region A, and up to 
one- third of the US Army Reserve personnel of Region A can expect to receive 
training at this RTI at least once during their military career. The 
Educational and Administrative structure, along with the Barrack building, 
will be constructed of masonry with a standing-seam metal roof or a modified, 
bituminous roofing system. The interior walls will be constructed of gypsum 
board over metal studs or concrete masonry units, depending upon usage or code 
requirement. The floors will consist of poured concrete slabs covered with 
flooring materials appropriate to the specific area of the structure and 
traffic volume. The human support environment for each structure will be 
achieved through the use of heating/ventilation/air conditioning equipment 
employing the most economical energy source for the particular application. 
Utilities will be provided via underground utility ducts and vaults to a 
central location within the complex. Outside supporting facilities will 
include, a POV parking lot, access roads, sidewalks, and curbing consistent 



COST ($000) 


25,856 

3,083 

(14,090) 

2,908 

(10,011) 

-- 

(483) 

-- 

(483) 

-- 

(489) 

-- 

(300) 


5,470 

-- 

(350) 

-- 

(300) 

-- 

(676) 


(430) 

-- 

(2,696) 

-- 

(150) 

-- 

(91) 

__ 

(777) 


31,326 


1,566 




34,017 

34,000 


522 


(1,675) 


DD 


k*m lOQi 

1 DEC 76 x 


INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Sea Girt NG Training Center 

Sea Girt, New Jersey 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER I 

Regional Training Institute 


340110 






DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

with the site drainage plan. Underground storm drainage is needed to comply 
with the state water conservation program. Exterior lighting and fencing will 
be provided where required to conform to antiterrorism/ force protection 
standards or local code. Additional security measures , including an electronic 
door security system, maximum feasible standoff distances, berms, heavy 
landscaping, and bollards will be incorporated into the design on an as needed 
basis. The design of each building will incorporate sustainable energy 
conservation concepts, such as orientation, maximization of daylighting, 
occupancy sensors, energy management control systems, high efficiency motors, 
solar photovoltaics and ground-water heat pumps in order to achieve a LEED 
rating of silver. Demolish 17 buildings (TOTAL 8,121 m2/87,417 SF) . Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 1,013 kWr/288 Tons). 


11. REQ: 8,013 m2 ADQT : NONE SUB STD : NONE 

PROJECT : The project will provide administrative offices, instructor 
preparation areas, classrooms, and a separate barrack building for the 
Regional Training Institute (RTI) that is headquartered at the NJARNG Training 
Center. These structures will enable the RTI-NJ to effectively carry out its 
current mission by providing MOS and related skills training to enlisted 
soldiers; as well as NCO and Officer Leadership Development courses, for 
Reserve Component personnel from throughout Region A. By affording students 
with modern, state-of-the-art facilities specifically designed for that 
purpose, the overall readiness of the US Army will be enhanced. (Current 
Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : The structures of this project are required to provide adequate 

space to accommodate soldiers engaged in classroom and related field training 
at this location on a year-round basis and provide them with proper billeting 
accommodations that will enable them to obtain maximum benefit from their 
training experience while at the RTI. This project will support all units of 
the New Jersey Army National Guard, ARNG units of the Region A states and 
one -third of the assigned strength of the USAR within Region A, by enabling 
them to receive MOS, leadership enhancing and combat readiness training which 
is not otherwise readily available to the soldiers of the region. By affording 
these soldiers the opportunity to train at a nearby educational facility, 
substantial training cost savings can be realized. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The educational facilities at the Sea Girt Training Site 

and the RTI-NJ are rated Red in the ISR-I reports and 90% are obsolete. Most 
of the pre-World War II, wood- type buildings are not capable of supporting 
readiness requirements for training and mobilization. The proposed 
Administrative/Educational building will provide the training facilities 
required for units within the Region A area in accordance with authorized 
criteria. Additionally, the availability of modern training and billeting 
facilities will support both current and future schoolhouse requirements. 
Mobilization related ramp-up training will be conducted along with providing 
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CURRENT SITUATION: (CONTINUED) 

required logistics and administrative support for deploying units. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: If this project does not come to fruition, the 

existing obsolete facilities will continue to deteriorate. This will place 
further strain on the RTI and degrade its ability to provide the 
premobilization training mandated by DA. Required training equipment, such as 
simulators and virtual reality devices will not be provided to the RTI unless 
'it can be demonstrated that the equipment will be utilized in an environment 
;that will stimulate the maximum educational achievement level for each soldier 
and the educational facility conforms to the US Army standards. The cost 
estimates for using alternative locations and facilities because the RTI-NJ 
was unable to provide them exceeded $500,000 for the last mobilization of 
NJARNG units. Training for the Combat Life Saver course was cut by 58% after 
it was determined that the facilities at the existing location were inadequate 
and could not provide either the quality of training needed or the number of 
billets required to support this type of training. Furthermore, 20% of the 
JT2DC schoolhouse load had to be canceled, so that it could be utilized to 
provide the mobilization training requirements that could not be accomplished 
at the RTI. This diversion of resources impacted MOS training for 92A soldiers 
from around the country and had an adverse impact upon unit readiness and 
troop morale. With the emphasis on classroom training and the employment of 
simulation devices, the situation as it exists is intolerable. For FY 2006 and 
FY 2007, 27% of scheduled courses were canceled due to the condition of the 
barracks and educational facilities at Sea Girt. The impacts to training have 
affected readiness in various ways, from extended mobilization requirements 
for soldiers at Deployment Platforms to a difficulty in retaining quality 
training cadre to teach various courses. More than 23% of cadre instructors 
have moved to other duties because of the lack of proper educational 
facilities to support the training of soldiers. Surveys have indicated a 
consistent trend in dropouts related to the poor facilities with 20% of 
prospective students electing not to attend courses at RTI-NJ for that reason. 
Without quality facilities for training soldiers, future courses at the RTI-NJ 
will not be approved and soldiers will be forced to travel to more distant 
schools; incurring added costs of, on average, $3,000.00 per student per 
course. With an estimated 200 students per year expected to train at the 
RTI-NJ, that could amount to an unnecessary, annual expense of over $600,000 
for students sent to schools outside NJ, when they could have trained at the 
RTI-NJ, if modern, adequate facilities had been available. 


ADDITIONAL: This project complies with the scope and design criteria of 
National Guard Pamphlet 415-12, dated 30 April 2007. The most similar DoD 
standards do not address all of the current requirements incorporated into the 
current standards for ARNG Educational Facilities Thus, they do not yield 
accurate cost estimates. Therefore, state historical costs for construction of 
like facilities were used to develop baseline unit costs that were adjusted 
for size, fiscal year and location. This project has been coordinated with the 
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ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

installation physical security plan, and no atypical physical security 
measures are required. All required anti- terrorism/ force protection measures 
are included. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in 
evaluating this project. The project is the best method to satisfy the 
requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies that this 
project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started FEB 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete JUN 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = <a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 880 

(b) All Other Design Costs 940 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 2 , 820 

(e) In-house __________ 

(4) Construction Contract Award DEC 2012 

(5) Construction Start MAR 2013 

(6) Construction Completion JUN 2015 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn form IT air* 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED 1 DEC 76 





1062 



12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 


other appropriations : 


Fiscal Year 


Equipment 

Procuring 

Appropriated 

Cost 

Nomenclature 

Appropriation 

Or Requested 

($000) 

ESS 

OPA 

2014 

1,000 

IT Equipment 

OPA 

2014 

675 



TOTAL 

1,675 


CFMO Name: LTC Michael Lyons 
Phone Number: 609-530-6968 

nn FORM 13 91C PREVIOUS EDITIONS may be used internally 

1 DEC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CCNSTEUCTICN 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND lOCATTON 
Stormville QMS A 
Stormville, New York 


INSNO= 36B52 


.AREA CC8CTRDCTICN 
COST INDEX 
1.06 


5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Maintenance operations full tine 5 days/week and 4 weekends /month for IDT Units 


OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE 

INSTALLATICNS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 



ARNG 

PEEKSKILL, NY 

27.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

6,716 m2 

(72,218 SF) 

ARNG 

VALHALLA, NY 

40.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

6,364 m2 

(68,426 SF) 

ARNG 

CAMP SMITH, NY 

30.00 miles 

Training Center 

8,955 m2 

(96,290 SF) 

ANG 

NEWBURGH, NY 

20.00 miles 

Base 

7,158 m2 

(76,972 SF) 

ARNG 

POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 

16.00 miles 

Readiness center 

3,277 m2 

(34,701 SF) 

ARNG 

KINGSTON, NY 

36.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

9,205 m2 

(98,977 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE 

21419 Combined Support Maintenance Shop Phi 6,982 m2 (75,156 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) START CMFL 
24,000 MAR 2011 JUL 20lj 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCM4ENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECCM4ENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


21 OCT 201 0 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PR OJECT TITLE 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTABMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRICTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


COST 

( $000) 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 25 JAN 2011 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


T OTAL 

115 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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COTPONEOT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Stormville CSMS A 


S tormy! lie. New York 
12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 


(EQP NY ARNG COMBINED) 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIQCIES 


AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


Assigned/ Author! zed : 0% 


A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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1 .CXMPCNENT 


ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCT IGN PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTMIATim AND LOCATION 

Stormville CSMS A 
Stormville, New York 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 


Combined Support Maintenance Shop Phi 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6 - CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

214 

360139 

24,000 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




16,640 

Maintenance Shop 

m2 (SF) 

6,318 ( 68,006) 

2,282 

(14,417) 

Bulk POL Storage 

m2 (SF) 

41.81 { 450) 

1,227 

(51) 

Flammable Materials Facility 

m2 (SF) 

55.74 ( 600) 

1,593 

(89) 

Controlled Waste Facility 

m2 (SF) 

27.87 ( 300) 

1,593 

(44) 

Enclosed Unheated Storage 

m2 (SF) 

538.84 ( 5,800) 

1,069 

(576) 

Total from Continuation page 




(1,463) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




4,816 

Electric Service 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(275) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(125) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 


(1,341) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(100) 

Site Imp{ 1,373) Demo( ) 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(1,373) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(93) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(173) 

Other 

LS 

““ 

-- 

(1,336) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 



■ wmm 

21,456 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,073 

SUBTOTAL 




22,529 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6-44%) 




1,451 

TOTAL REQUEST 




23,980 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




24,000 

INSTALLED EQT-OTHER APPROP 




0 


o. Description ot Proposed construction A specially designed CSMS facility of permanent 
[masonry type construction, with sloped standing seam roof, concrete floors, 
and energy efficient mechanical and electrical equipment. Facility will 
include vehicle maintenance bays, weapons, optics, communications, and 
electronics repair shops. Supporting facilities will include unheated storage, 
[military vehicle parking (gravel base) and access roads and POV parking, 
security fencing and dark motor pool lighting, vehicle wash system and pump 
house, loading ramp, flammable materials storage building, controlled waste 
ihandling facility, and sidewalks. New gas, electric, sewer, water and 
communication utilities on Stormville site to the building site will be 
■necessary. Actual foundation design will be determined during design. Physical 
security measures will be incorporated into design, including maximum feasible 
standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, and 
berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
distance cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will 
be incorporated into design, including energy management control systems and 
high efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Demolish 1 building at 
Camp Smith Training Site, Cortlandt Manor, NY (TOTAL 2,894 m2/31,149 SF) , 2 
buildings at Poughkeepsie Readiness Center, Poughkeepsie, NY (TOTAL 3,508 
[m2 / 3 7 , 7 6 0 SF) , and 2 buildings at Valhalla Readiness Center and FMS 8, Mount 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Stormville CSMS A 
Stormvil le , New York 
4. PROJECT TITLE 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 


06 FEB 2012 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


Combined Support Maintenance Shop Ph 1 


360139 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


Item 


UM (M/E) 


QUANTITY 


Unit Cost 

COST ($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 
Geothermal System Addon 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


(250) 

(319) 

(319) 

(325) 

(250 ) 

Total 1,463 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

Pleasant, NY (TOTAL 630 m2/6,776 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 317 kWr/90 
Tons) . 


11. REQ; 6,982 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

PROJECT : A new maintenance shop to provide field and sustainment maintenance 
for vehicles and equipment supported by this shop for Transformational Army 
National Guard units including an Infantry Brigade Combat Team, Expeditionary 
Signal Battalion, Combat Aviation Brigade, and Division HQ units of the New 
York Army National Guard. This project was originally funded for construction 
in the 2011 Future Year's Defense Plan. (Existing Mission) (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT : Total authorized primary facility is 86,377 SF shop space, 

Phase 1 will be to construct 68,006 SF of the primary facility, plus 450 SF 
Bulk POL Storage, 300 SF Controlled Waste Storage, 600 SF Flammable Materials 
Storage, 5,800 SF Unheated Storage with supporting facilities for maintenance 
at the field and sustainment level for vehicles and equipment authorized by 
MTOE/MTDA. The remaining 18,371 SF of the Primary Shop plus any supporting 
facilities not requested in Phase 1 will be built in Phase 2. The current 
Maintenance Plans shows a requirement of 115 personnel, with 74 currently 
assigned to the CSMS. This project is to be constructed on state property. 
This projects combines the current CSMS "A" operations at Camp Smith and 
allowed the closure of FMS #8 (Valhalla) . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The existing facilities have a total of 37,472 SF. Three 

separate structures on Camp Smith, none of which were designed as a CSMS, are 
needed to fulfill minimal requirements of the facility. Construction of these 
facilities range from 1949 to 1951 and are extremely outdated. The existing 
facilities are inadequate in all areas. The massive increase in vehicle and 
equipment maintenance required by Transformational Army National Guard units 
has made the current situational unsustainable. The current facility has been 
repeatedly cited by state Code Enforcement and Occupational Safety officers 
for serious violations . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The NYARNG will be unable to maintain equipment 

required to achieve readiness standards for transformational Army National 
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IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: (CONTINUED) 

Guard units. Equipment will continue to be diverted to MATES-NY, over 200 
miles away from the supported units. This will continue to increase 
maintenance, training, and travel costs of the NYARNG while also increasing 
maintenance repair turn-around time. 

ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 
development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti -terrorism/ force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA; 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAR 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed jun 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete JUL 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1,288 

(b) All Other Design Costs 730 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract i , 862 

(e) In-house 156 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 



OCT 2014 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


ARNG [ 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Stormville CSMS A 
Stormville, New York 


Combined Support Maintenance Shop Ph 1 360139 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 


Authorization 


Requested 
FY2013 ($000) 


Authorization of $24,000 

Appropriation 

Appropriation $24,000 


CFMO Name: LTC Andrew Stewart 
Phone Number: 518-786-4648 


d ™'t rtrte EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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PREVIOUS 


INTERNALLY 



COMPONENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERS, 
MILITARY CCNSTODOTTON 


DATE 

06 EEB 2012 


3 . INSTAI1ATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Sherman Joint Training Center 
Chill icothe, Ohio 

5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/ week, with 2 -day training £ 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 


r 2-3 times/nonth. 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 

ARN3 Tarltan, OH 20.00 miles Armory 

ARNG Piketon, OH 20.00 miles Armory 

ARNG Portsmouth, OH 40.00 miles Armory 

ARNG Rickenbacker , OH 30.00 miles Base 

ARNG Sullivant , OH 52.00 miles Armory 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE 

21407 FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP ADD/ALT 928 m2 (9, 985 


{11,957 SF) 
{87,023 SF) 
(28,177 SF) 


3,100 MAY 2011 SEP 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD REKOTWENDATIGN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOtWENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10 . PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABIE FOR CDNSIRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 05 AUG 2010 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERV E 

T OTAL OFFIC ER ENLISTED 
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1. CCMFONEMT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Sherman Joint Training Center 
Chillicothe, Ohio 

INSN0= 39425 


12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 



STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC TPSN MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

FMS 03 (EQP OH ARNG 

FID MAINT) 

W8ST09 

0 0 


Assigned/ Author i zed : 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PAGE NO- 154 
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: ITEM 

PRIMARY FACILITY 
Maintenance Shop Addition 
Maintenance Shop Alteration 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/ Energy Measures 
Anti terrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 
SUPPORTING FACILITIES 
Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Site Imp ( 121) Demo ( ) 

Information Systems 
Antiterrorism Measures 
Other 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.50%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


10 . Description ot Proposed construction a Maintenance building add-alt with maintenance 

workbays, administrative and personnel work areas. The facility will be 
constructed of masonry block with brick veneer, concrete floors, masonry block 
partitions with a single membrane or standing metal seam roofing system. 
Supporting facilities, fencing, lube& inspection rack, control waste handling 
facility, a bi- level loading ramp, exterior wash pad, sidewalks, outside 
lighting, 15 ton crane and access roads. Physical security measures will be 
incorporated into design including maximum feasible standoff distance from 
roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas. Cost effective energy 
conservative features will be incorporated into the design, including high 
efficiency motors, lighting and HVAC systems. Demolish 2 buildings at Piketon 
Readiness Center, Piketon, OH (TOTAL 4,875 m2/52,472 SP) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 46 kWr/13 Tons) . 


UNIT COST 

2,368 

1,545 

COST ($000) 
2,364 
(2,173) 
(16) 
(40) 

(44) 
(46) 

(45) 


488 

-- 

(15) 

-- 

(30) 

-- 

(54) 

-- 

(121) 

-- 

(50) 

-- 

(34) 


(184) 


2,852 

143 

2,995 

105 

3,100 

3,100 

0 


11- REQ: 928 m2 ADQT : 387 m2 SUBSTD : 10 m2 

PROJECT : Construct two standard maintenance bays for creation of a Field 
Maintenance Facility to provide adequate organizational maintenance support 
for military vehicles and equipment. The new facility will be located on a 450 
acre federal training site. (New Mission) (Current Mission) 


DD 


FCBM 
1 DEC 76 


1391 


INTERNALLY 
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1 . COMPONENT 



2 . DATE 


FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARNG 



06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 



Camp Sherman Training Site 

Chillicothe, Ohio 



1 4. PROJECT TITLE 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER I 

(field maintenance shop add/alt 


390256 | 



REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to maintain equipment and 

issue/ turn- in for peacetime training and ensure the equipment if prepared for 
mobilization. The facility will permit efficient and effective maintenance 
support at the organizational level for the units assigned to the maintenance 
shop. No other adequate facilities are available to support the units. 

CURRENT SITUATION: The current FMS is a leased facility surrounded on all 

four side by a nuclear processing plant owned by the Dept of Energy. The 
facility is 60% deficient in bay size making automotive repair difficult and 
unsafe. The lot boundaries are very narrow and organizational parking space is 
severely limited. There is a no trespassing rule at the DOE site due to force 
protection issues. The restricted area limits the freedom of movement of 
vehicle and the ability to store and stage vehicles. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The present facilities deficiencies will continue to 

negatively impact equipment readiness and employee morale. The lack of proper 
and adequate maintenance, training, storage and administrative areas will 
continue to impair the attainment of the units required mobilization readiness 
levels . 

ADDITIONAL : Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. This project has been coordinated 
with the installation physical security plan. All required physical security 
and anti-terrorism/force protection measures are included. Alternative methods 
of meeting this requirement have been explored during project development. 

This project is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that 
this project has been considered for joint use potential. This facility will 
be available for use by other components. 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAY 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete SEP 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn FORM n q lr 
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COMPONENT 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CDNSmOTCN 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Delaware Readiness Center 


4 . AREA CONSTRICTION 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/tronth. 


6. OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARMS MARION, OH 15.00 miles Armory 

ARMS Columbus, OH 20.00 miles Armory 

ARMS Columbus , CH 30.00 miles Armory 


{19,628 SF} 
(30,744 SF) 
(28,177 SF) 


7. PROTECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJE CT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER 


5,955 m2 (64,096 SF) 


12,000 SEP 2007 JUN 2008 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOWENBATTON 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
JOINT (INSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 250 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR OONSTRUCTICN OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 

11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 08 JAN 2009 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RE SE R VE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1. (XMPCNENT 

AKNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND IOCATTCN 

Delaware Readiness Center 

Delaware, Ohio 

1NS*> 39B80 



12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 




STRENCffl 

UNIT DESIOIATTCN 

UIC TPSN 

MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

BTRY A {BN FIRES BN 105T (IBC) 

HHB {BN FIRES BN, 105T (IB) 

WENQAO 03338 

WPNQTO 03338 

06125QQG14 

061250*314 

98 98 

106 124 


Assigned/ 'Author! zed : 108% 


13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TOPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

MET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

118 

33 


ACTU AL 

100 

36 


14 . OUTSTANDING FOLLUTICN AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTICN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
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l.(XMPCNH!JT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 - INSTMIATICN AND IXJCATIQN 

Delaware Readiness Center 
Delaware, Ohio 


4 . PROJECT' TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 






0505896A 

171 

390230 



9.CDST ESTIMATES 


UM (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Readiness Center 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
[Anti terror ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


5,955 ( 64,096} 


11,597 

(10,768) 

(215) 

(215) 

(219) 

(180) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
|Water, Sewer, Gas 
Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Site Imp ( 595) Demo ( ) 

Information Systems 
|Ant it error ism Measures 
Other 


3,017 

( 210 ) 

(190) 

(125) 

(1,079) 

(595) 

(14) 

(79) 

(725) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.46%) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

State Share 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPRO P 


14,614 

731 

15,345 

531 

15,876 

3,925 

11,951 

12,000 

0 


.Description of Proposed const ruction A specially designed Readiness Center/Community 

Center of permanent masonry type construction, with standing seam roof, 
concrete floors and mechanical and electrical equipment with emergency power 
generator backup. Supporting facilities will include weapons cleaning, 
maintenance, issue, military vehicle parking and access roads and POV parking, 
security fencing and dark motor pool lighting, vehicle wash system and pump 
house, loading ramp, flammable materials storage building, controlled waste 
handling facility, and sidewalks. Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water and 
communication utilities on site to the building site will be necessary. Actual 
foundation design will be determined during design. Physical security measures 
will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible standoff distance 
from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy 
landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be 
maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be incorporated 
into design and standard HVAC/MEP systems commissioning will be included. Air 
conditioning: 213 tons. Demolish 3 buildings at Ashtabula Readiness Center, 
Ashtabula, OH (TOTAL 2,832 m2/30,485 SF) , 1 building at Delaware Readiness 
jCenter, Delaware, OH (TOTAL 1,157 m2/12,457 SF) , and 2 buildings at Sullivant 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Delaware Readiness Center 

Delaware, Ohio 

4 . PROJECT TITLE 



5. PROJECT NUMBER 

[READINESS CENTER 



390230 



DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

Readiness Center, Columbus, OH (TOTAL 2,845 m2/30,627 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 749 kWr/213 Tons) . 


11, RBQ: 5,955 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a 64,096 square foot Readiness Center in conjunction with 
the City of Delawares Community Center to provide a joint use training and 
community Center. (Current Mission) (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to house all elements of the HHB, 

1-134 Field Artillery Battalion and BTRY A, 1-134 FA. These units will have a 
required strength of 198 personnel. The armory will provide the necessary 
administrative, training and storage areas required to achieve proficiency in 
required training tasks. A 20 acre state-owned site is available for this 
project. In addition to the Units identified, 2 state maintenance workers, 11 
AGR Enlisted Soldiers, 2 AGR Officers, and 2 USD FTUS soldiers will be 
stationed at this site. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Both of the above units are currently in facilities over 

50 years old and are inadequate and unsafe for the soldiers. The existing 
facilities are deficient in funtional areas that include administrative space, 
storage space, latrines and parking. Electrical system is old, unsafe and does 
not meet current code requirements. Outdated exit lighting with no emergency 
lighting. Ventilation is inadequate. The facility is suspected of asbestos 
containing materials, lead based paint, eligible for National Register of 
Historic Places, encroachment (noise traffic) . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units ability to meet its readiness, recruiting 

and retention, and training objectives will continue to be adversely affected 
if the personnel are not provided with the adequate facilities. Delays in the 
funding of this project will force the continued use of an inadequate and 
unsound facilities. The existing facility deficiencies will continue to 
negatively impact troop readiness and morale. The lack of proper and adequate 
training, storage and administrative areas will continue to impair the 
attainment of required mobilization readiness levels. Safety and environmental 
issues will contiue to exist. This project complies with the scope and design 
criteria of National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 dated 23 Jul 03 and Design Guide 
415-1 dated 1 July 1997. The most similar DoD standards for logistics facility 
construction do not address all of the current criteria incorporated in the 
Army National Guard Readiness Center design and thus do not yield accurate 
cost estimates. Therefore, state historical costs for construction of like 
facilities were used to develop baseline unit cost and were adjusted for size, 
fiscal year and location. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized 
in evaluating this project. Alternative methods of meeting this requirement 
have been explored during project development. This project is the only 
feasible option to meet the requirement. 

ADDITIONAL : This project complies with the scope and design criteria of 
National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 dated 23 Jul 03 and Design Guide 415-1 dated 1 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Delaware Readiness Center 

Delaware, Ohio 

j 4. PROJECT TITLE 



5. PROJECT NUMBER 

1 READINESS CENTER 



390230 

ADDITIONAL: 

(CONTINUED) 





July 1997. The most similar DoD standards for logistics facility construction 
do not address all of the current criteria incorporated in the Army National 
Guard Readiness Center design and thus do not yield accurate cost estimates. 
Therefore, state historical costs for construction of like facilities were 
used to develop baseline unit cost and were adjusted for size, fiscal year and 
location. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in evaluating 
this project. Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet the requirement. This project has been coordinated with the 
installation physical security plan, and all physical security measures are 
included. All required anti-terrorism/force protection measures are included. 
Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during 
project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet the 
requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
potential. The facility will be available for use by other components. 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started SEP 2007 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 100 

(c) Date 35% Designed FEB 2008 

(d) Date Design Complete AUG 20 08 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 867 

(b) All Other Design Costs 491 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1,358 

(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 


(5) Construction Start NOV 2012 


(6) Construction Completion DEC 2013 


nn FORM naif- PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 


B, Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY OBSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATTCN AND LOCATION 


4 . AREA TONSTRDCITQN 

Camp Gruber Training Center 

INSNCfc 40580 

COST INDEX 

Braggs, Oklahoma 



.91 


5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTOLIZATTCN 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times /month. 


6 . 


OTHER ACTIVE/GUAKD/RESERVE 
ARNG Muskogee, OK 

AR Muskcgee, OK 

ARNG Tahlequah, OK 


INSTAIIATICNS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 

20.00 miles Readiness Center 

20.00 miles USAR Center 

35.00 miles Readiness Center 


2,240 m2 (24,110 SF) 1978 
2,240 m2 (24,110 SF) 2000 
1,389 m2 (14,950 SF) 1938 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY 

POPE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE 

72114 OPERATIONAL READINESS TRAINING COMPLEX 12,537 m2 (134,946 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) S TA RT CMFL 
25, 000 OCT 2009 OCT 2012 


8 . STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 04 AUG 2010 

FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANS ION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE (Date) 

UNILATERAL OBSTRUCTION. 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 

None 

(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT POUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE 

Comb. Arms Coll. Tmg Facility 
Live Fire Shoot House 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 0 


COST 

($ 000 ) 

18,693 

2,999 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 NOV 2010 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PERMANENT 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 

1,080 76 274 730 

439 60 202 177 


GUARD/RES ERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 
9,351 1,351 8,000 
6,680 714 5,966 


DD 1390s1 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 


2. DATE 


ARNG 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


06 FEB 

2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 






Camp Gruber Training Center 
Braggs, Oklahoma 

INSNO= 

40580 




12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 










STRENGTH 1 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MTOE/TBA 

AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

CP GRUBER (DET ARNG TRAINING SIT) 

W77831 

56751 

NGW778AA 

80 

78 

(TRP TROOP CMD) 

W790AA 

46761 

NSW790AA 

29 

40 

(DET CST (WMD) ) 

W7M3AA 

56951 

NGW7M3AA 

22 

20 

{ACT USPFO ACTIVITY OK) 

W7NVAA 

46251 


0 

0 

OK OP SIT AIRLIFT DET 46 (STA ARND OP SIT AIRLI W7Y446 

46591 

NGW7Y4AA 

8 

8 

DET 5 HHD (CMD HQ DARC MOB CMD) 

W846A5 

56751 

NGW846AA 

4 

1 

USPFO (HQ OKARNG ELE, JT FOR) 

W8A802 

56751 

NGW8A8AA 

0 

0 

DET 1 SEL SVC (HQ OKARNG EELS, JT FOR) W8A8A1 

56751 

NGW8A8AA 

29 

2 

(HQ OKARNG ELE, JT TOR) 

W8A8AA 

56751 

NGW8A8AA 

239 

339 

HQ OKARNG ELE JT FOR ( NQNADD ) (HQ OKARNG ELE, W8A8NA 


NGW8A8AA 

16 

0 

1/189 (FA) (HQ OK ARNG EB3 TNG) 

W8FZA1 

66751 

NGW8FZAA 

40 

30 

2/189 (GS) (HQ OK ARNG RBG TOG) 

W8FZA2 

66751 

N3W8FZAA 

4 

29 

(HQ OK ARNG RBG TOG) 

W8FZAA 

66751 

NGW8FZAA 

67 

32 

(EQP OK ARNG AVN SPT F) 

W8QTAA 

56305 

NGW80IAA 

0 

0 

(EJQP OK ARNG AVN SPT F) 

W8QUAA 

56305 

NGW8QUAA 

0 

0 

FMS 01 (EQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU01 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 02 (EQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU02 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 04 (EQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU04 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 08 (BQP OK ARNG FID MAINT) 

W8SU08 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 9 (BQP OK ARNG FID MAINT) 

W8SU10 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 10 (BQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU11 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 14 (BQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU14 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 15 (BQP OK ARNG FID MAINT) 

W8SU15 



0 

0 

FMS 17 (EQP OK ARNG FID MAINT) 

W8SU17 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 18 (EQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU18 

56301 


0 

0 

FMS 08A (BQP OK ARNG FLD MAINT) 

W8SU8A 

56301 


0 

41 

(EQP OK ARNG FID MAINT) 

W8SUAA 

56301 


0 

0 

UNITS NOT SHOWN 




8,774 

6,021 





9,351 

6,680 

Total Units Not Shown -- 118 



Assigned/Authorized: 71% 

13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 






TYPE 



AUIHORIZED 


ACTUAL 

WHEELED 



2,202 


1,850 

TRAILERS 



1,462 


1,198 

TRACKED 



51 


45 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 



36 


23 

FUEL TRUCK 



107 


90 

HET 



0 


0 

TOTALS 



3,858 


3,206 

14 . OUTSTANDING PQHOTICN AND SAFETY 

DEFICIENCIES 


($000) 



A. AIR POLLUTION 



0 



B. WATER POLLUTION 



0 



C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 

AND HEALTH 


0 
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l.OTIPCNENT 

ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FSB 2012 


3 . INSTALIATIQN AND LOCATION 
Camp Gruber Training Center 
Braggs, Oklahoma 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


OPERATIONAL READINESS TRAINING COMPLEX! 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY OCX® 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Aut.h 

0505896A 

721 

400066 

*20“* 25,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 

UNIT COST 

COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




19,006 

Consolidated Barracks 

m2 (SF) 

7,150 { 76,966) 

1,755 

(12,545) 

Officers Quarters 

m2 (SF) 

2,175 ( 23,413) 

150.69 

(328) 

Battalion Headquarters Building 

m2 (SF) 

1,113 ( 11,979) 

150.69 

(168) 

Battalion Maintenance Shelter 

m2 (SF) 

204.39 ( 2,200) 

164.15 

(34) 

Multi-Purpose Classroom/Dinning 

m2 (SF) 

1,894 ( 20,388) 

2,013 

(3,813) 

Total from Continuation page 




(2,118) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




4,001 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(1,441) 

Site Imp( 2,414) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

— 

(2,414) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(108) 

Other 

LS 



(38) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 

sags 



23,007 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

■ ■ 



1,150 

SUBTOTAL 

■ *"■ " 



24,157 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.47%) 

■ 



838 

TOTAL REQUEST 




24,995 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




25,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(0) 


xo .Description of proposed conotruccion NOTE: This project is scoped and designed funded 
for all items listed in the primary facilities. The funding is set at 
$25,000,000 but, the project is estimated at $32,300,000. All designees are 
complete and the project will be funded at the $25M and the additional 
buildings (Off icer Quarters, Battalion HQ Building, and Battalion Maintenance 
Shelter) will be bid as Alternative Bid Items if money is available. The 
project is estimated at A specially designed Training facility of permanent 
masonry type construction, concrete block units with concrete floors, and 
standing seam metal roof. A multi-story structure with mechanical, HVAC and 
electrical equipment. Outside supporting facilities include military and 
privately-owned vehicle parking, fencing, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, 
outside lighting, access roads, attached facility number sign. Physical 
security measures will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible 
standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, 
berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
distance cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will 
be incorporated into design, including energy management control systems and 
high efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Utility connections are 
included in the construction. Air Conditioning (Estimated 1,488 kWr/423 Tons). 
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1. COMPONENT 

2 . DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Camp Gruber Training Center 


B r agg s , Ok 1 ahoma 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

OPERATIONAL READINESS TRAINING COMPLEX 

400066 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Energy Management Control Syste LS 
Sustainability/Energy Measures LS 
Anti terrorism Measures LS 
Building Information Systems LS 


11. REQ: 12,537 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Pillars: Training Support and Transformation. This project is to 

provide a battalion-sized facility consisting of 

Instruction/Administrative/Barracks/Mess Hall facility, of permanent type 
construction, to serve the peacetime missions for the National Guard units 
training at Camp Gruber Training Center. The space will permit Oklahoma 
National Guardsmen to train to standards without administrative and barracks 
shortages. The site of this project is on federal land. (Current Mission. The 
project is for scoped and designed for the full project but, we are only 
funded for $25,000,000 of the estimated $32,000,000. The cost per facility 
actually shows what will be funded with the $25,000,000. (Current Mission) 
REQUIREMENT : This project is required to meet shortfalls, especially in the 

areas of classrooms, administrative, barracks, and dining facility space. This 
training, storage and administrative space is the minimum essential areas 
needed to effectively train and accomplish the combat readiness objectives as 
presented by NAKATA Planning Group in the Real Property Development Plan. 
CURRENT SITUATION: The existing area of Camp Gruber provides 33,050 acres of 

training lands and 23 small arms ranges. Phases I, II, III, and IV are 
complete but do not provide adequate space to complete the mission of the 
Oklahoma Army National Guard while training at Camp Gruber. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units ability to meet its responsibilities for 

readiness, retention, and training objectives will continue to be adversely 
affected if the personnel are not provided with the adequate facilities. 

Delays in the funding of this project will force units to travel further 
increasing fuel costs and delay training time. The lack of proper and adequate 
training, storage and administrative areas will continue to impair the 
attainment of required mobilization readiness levels. DOD historical costs for 
construction of like facilities were used to develop baseline unit cost and 
were adjusted for size, fiscal year and location 

ADDITIONAL: Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been 
explored during project development. This project is the only feasible option 
to meet this requirement. Sustainable principles will be integrated into the 
design, development, and construction of the project in accordance with 
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1. COMPONENT 

2 .DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Camp Gruber Training Center 


B ragg s , Ok 1 ahoma 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

OPERATIONAL READINESS TRAINING COMPLEX 

400066 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

Executive Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This 
project has been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and 
all physical security measures are included. This project has been coordinated 
with the installations AT/FP plan. Risk and threat analysis have been 
performed in accordance with DA Pam 190/51 and TM 5-853-1, respectively. Only 
protective measures required by regulation and ONLY the minimum standards 
required by the "Interim Department of Defense AT/FP Construction Standards" 
are needed. They are included in the cost estimate and description of 
construction. An economic analysis has been conducted at this time. An 
economic analysis is on file in the facility management office. A screening of 
available properties has been conducted as part of the economic analysis. The 
result of the analysis indicates that no adequate facility is available to 
meet the mission requirements and construction of this project is the best 
alternative. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
potential. The facility will be available for use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2009 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2010 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

<f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1, 381 

(b) All Other Design Costs 782 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1,854 

(e) In-house 309 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 


(6) Construction Completion. 
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1. COMPONENT 

2. DATE 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Camp Gruber Training Center 


B r agg s , Ok 1 ahoma 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

OPERATIONAL READINESS TRAINING COMPLEX 

400066 


i l2, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenc 1 a t ur e Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NONE 
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COMPONENT 

ARN3 


FY 2013 GUARD AND R£SEK\ 
MILITARY aDNSTRUCTICN 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND IOCATIOSI 
PRAKNG Mf^ Boat, shop 

Cexba, Puerto Rico 

5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CDDE P ROJECT TITLE 
14168 Refill Station Building 


2,200 MAR 2011 OCT 2012 


. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLAFNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


> SUSTAINMENT , RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED OUST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 NOV 2009 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

2. DATE 

ARNO 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

06 FEB 2012 

| 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


PRARNG MMS Boatshcp 

INSNO^ RQA44 


Ceiba, Puerto Rico 




12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 


UNIT DESIGNATION 
(DET ENGR DIVING TEAM) 


UIC 

WPCZAA 


TPSN 

30526 


MTOE/TDA 

05530IA00 


AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


Assigned/Authorized : 44% 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 
FUEL TRUCK 
HET 
TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCXUPATTCNAL SAFETY AMO HEALTH 
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l,CXMX3®Hr 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AMD LOCATION 

PRARNG MMS Boat shop 
Ceiba, Puerto Rico 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


Refill Station Building 



6. CATEGORY CODE 






Ruth 

0505896A 

141 

430804 

'®”‘> 2,200 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Refill Station Building 
(Unheated Storage Building 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability /Energy Measures 
|Anti terrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


487.65 

278.71 


5,249) 

3,000) 


2,207 

1,615 


1,636 

(1,076) 

(450) 

(30) 

(30) 

(30) 

( 20 ) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
i Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & 
Site Imp ( 60) Demo( 

(Other 


Gutters 

) 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


385 

(53) 

(53) 

(114) 

(60) 

(105) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.48%) 
(TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


2,021 

101 


2,122 

74 


2,196 

2,200 

( 0 ) 


io .inscription ot Proposed construction A specially designed Refill Station Building of 
concrete block units, concrete floors, and a build-up or single membrane roof. 
(New lightweight metal roofing system slope to prevent ponding with ventilation 
system Roof shall include gutters and downspouts. System shall be sealed to 
prevent moisture. One story structure with mechanical and electrical 
equipment. Outside facilities include military and privately owned vehicle 
parking, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, exterior security lighting, 
detached facility sign. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
design including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas 
and vehicle unloading areas, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be 
incorporated into design, including energy management control system and high 
efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Air Conditioning (Estimated 60 
kWr/17 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 766 m2 ADQT: NONE SUB STD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a new 766 SM (8249 SF Refill Station Building Facility and 
the infrastructure to support the facility. Location is on a federally owned 
site at Ceiba Roosevelt Roads. (New Mission) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


PAGE NO. 173 










1089 


jl. COMPONENT 1 2 .DATE 



REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to house Det EN Diving Team. Refill 

Station Building will provide the necessary storage areas required to achieve 
proficiency in requiring training tasks. The construction of this project will 
support the Army Campaign Plan, specifically with the of facilities and 
the modernization. New facilities will increase and improve the training that 
the Soldiers will receieve. 

CURRENT SITUATION : The unit considered is presently located in an inadequate 

facility. This facility was constructed in 1981 and is inadequate to fully 
support this unit due to the lack of adequate parking, storage and training 
area . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The unit's ability to meet their training objectives 

will continue to be adversely affected if the personnel are not provided with 
the adequate facilities. Delays in the funding of this project will force the 
continued use of an inadequate and unsound facility and the present facility's 
deficiencies will continue to negatively impact troop readiness and morale. 

The lack of proper and adequate training and storage areas will continue to 
impair the attainment of required mobilization readiness level. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 
security plan, and all physical security measures are included. All required 
antiterrorism protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting 
this requirement have been explored during project development. This project 
is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project 
has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available 
for use by other components. Sustainable principles, to include Life Cycle 
cost-effective practices, will be integrated into the design, development, and 
construction of the project in accordance with Executive Order 13423, 10 USC 
2802(c), and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started MAR 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 


(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO^ 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 
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1 12 . SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications, 121 

(b) All Other Design Costs 69 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract iqq 

(e) In-house . 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NONE 


CFMO Name: LTC Carlos Caez 
Phone Number: 787-289-1400 

ryr\ FORM 1TQ1C PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 

1 DEC until exhausted 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CCNSTRIX7TION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTAIIATICN AND LOCATION 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 

FT Buchanan 


INSM> RQB25 

COST INDEX 

Cuaynabo, Puerto Rico 


1.22 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/month . 


OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/ RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARNG Toa Baja, PR 15.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARNG Vega Baja, PR 22.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARN3 San Juan, PR 8.00 miles Aviation Facility 


1,389 (14,950 SF) 
1,389 (14,950 SF) 
1,389 (14,950 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 

CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE 

17180 READINESS CENTER (JFHQ) 6,887 m2 <74,129 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) START CMPL 
15,000 FEB 2011 OCT 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD REO>MENDATTCN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 27 JUL 200 9 

FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN. THE BOARD RECO^IENDAITCNS ARE (Date) 

JOINT CONSTRUCTION . 


9. I AND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 

None 

(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ($000) 


NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION , AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 6,000 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 07 OCT 2010 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PERMANENT 

TOTAL OFFICE R ENLISTED CIVILIA N 

179 23 40 116 

179 23 40 116 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLI STED 

259 115 144 

259 115 144 


DD 


FORM 
MAY 78 


1390sl 
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UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


PAGE NO. 177 



COMPONENT 

AKNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESETS, 
MILITARY Q]NSTRUCITCN 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


1 

3. mSTALLATTCN AND IOCATICN 





FT Buchanan. 

INSNO= RQB25 



Guaynabo, Puerto Rico 





12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 




STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MTOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

(HQ PRAKNG EXE, JT FOR) 

W8BCAA 

56751 

N3W8BCAA 

259 259 

259 259 




Assigned/Authorized: 100% 

13. MAJOR EQCJIEMENT AND AIRCRAFT 





TYPE 



AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

■WHEELED 



49 

49 

TRAILERS 



6 

6 

TRACKED 



0 

0 

EQUIEMENT > 30 FT 



0 

0 

FUEL TRUCK 



0 

0 

HET 



0 

0 

TOTALS 



55 

55 

14. OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 



($000) 


A. AIR POLLUTION 



0 


B. WATER POLLUTION 



0 


C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 



0 
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l.CCMPCHENT 


ARNG 


PY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3.INSTM1ATICW AND LOCATION 
Ft Buchanan Readiness Center 
Guaynabo, Puerto Rico 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER ( JFHQ ) 















9. COST ESTIMATES 


UNIT COST 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Readiness Center 
Controlled Waste 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
|Antiterrorism Measures 
jBuilding Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


6,887 ( 74,129) 


1 , 98lj 


14,066 

(13,640) 

( 6 ) 

(105) 

(105) 

(105) 

(105) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Site Imp{ 160) Demo( ) 

;Ant it error ism Measures 

Other 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


1,096 

(405) 

(230) 

(14) 

(160) 

(90) 

(197) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.53%) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

State Share 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


15,162 

758 


15,920 

562 


16,482 

1,484 

14,998 

15,000 

0 


'io .Definri.pt. ion ot Proposed construction a specially designed Readiness Center of 

reinforced concrete construction, concrete block units, concrete floors, and a 
built-up or single membrane roof, two story structure with energy efficient, 
mechanical and electrical equipment. Outside supporting facilities include 
military and privately owned vehicle parking, sidewalks, exterior fire 
protection, outside lighting, detached facility sign and flagpole. Cost 
effective energy conserving features will be incorporated into design, 
including energy management control systems where cost effective and high 
efficiency motors, lighting and HVAC systems. Demolish 1 building at San Juan 
Readiness Center, San Juan, PR (TOTAL 8,980 m2/96,661 SF) . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 865 kWr/246 Tons) . 


11 • REQ- 6,887 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

This project is to provide a Readiness Center of permanent type 


PROJECT : 


construction to serve the peace time missions of the assigned unit. The space 
will permit all personnel to perform the necessary tasks that will improve the 
units readiness posture (current mission) . (Current Mission) 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Ft Buchanan Readiness Center 

Guaynabo, Puerto Rico 



j 4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 1 

[READINESS CENTER (JFHQ) 


430081 

I 





REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to house all elements of the JFHQ. 


These will have a required strength of 259 personnel. The Readiness Center 
JFHQ will provide the necessary administrative and storage areas required to 
achieve proficiency in the required training task. The construction of this 
project will support the Army Campaign Plan, specifically with the 
Modernization of facilities. Modern facilities will increase and improve the 
training that the Soldiers will receive. 

CURRENT SITUATION: All units considered are presently located in an 

inadequate facility. These facilities were constructed in 1930 and are 
inadequate to fully support these units due to the lack of adequate parking 
and storage. The ISR rating for the existing facility is red. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units ability to meet their readiness, 

recruiting and retention, and training objectives will continue to be 
adversely affected if the personnel are not provided with adequate facilities. 
Delays in funding the project will force the units to operate in inadequate 
facilities impacting negatively on troop readiness and morale. This lack of 
insufficient training, storage and administrative areas will continue to 
impair the necessary mobilization readiness levels. 

ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 

development, and construction of the project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13123 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with Installation Physical Plan. All physical security 
measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force protection measures 
are included. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in 
evaluating this project. This project is the most cost-effective method to 
satisfy the requirements. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for 
joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by other 
components . 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started FEB 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 6J5 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 


(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs N0_ 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


DAr-T? MA inn PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn form iioia 
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F¥ 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gurafco Readiness Center INSN0= RQA60 

Gurabo, Puerto Rico 

5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/ week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 tiires/rronth. 

6. OTHER ACTIVE/ GUAKD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 

ARMS Junoos, PR 4.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARMS Humacao, PR 14.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARM3 Ceiba, PR 27.00 miles Readiness Center 

ARMS Caguas, PR 5.00 miles Readiness Center 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 


1,568 m2 (16,878 SF) 
1,098 m2 <11,816 SF) 
1,890 m2 (20,341 SF) 
1,958 m2 (21,077 SF) 


7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER 


14,700 FEB 2011 JUN 2012 


8 . STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSICN . THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9 . LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


(Number of acres) 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 03 DEO 2010 


T OTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNS 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gurabo Readiness Center 

Gurabo, Puerto Rico 

INSND= RQA60 




12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 




STRENGTH 


UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC TPSN 

MTDE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL | 

CD A (HQ ENGINEER BATTALION) 

HHC 190 EN BN 

WPL6A0 20503 

WPL6TD 20503 

054350*303 

05436G000 

92 

83 

92 

83 


CD A (BN BSB WNVR ENHANCEME) 


6335503*304 


Assigned/ Author! zed: 88% 


13. MAJOR EQUIEWENT AND AIRCRAFT 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


A CTUAL 

129 

88 

0 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 
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l.CXHPONENT 


ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gurabo Readiness Center 
Gurabo , Puerto Rico 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 





1: ft a ;;»> i s;<w i'i i WHltiwiHfly Sftf 





1 





9. COST ESTIMATES 


CM (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Readiness Center 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/Energy Measures 
jAnti terror ism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


5,226 ( 56,248) 


13,541 

(12,589) 

(251) 

(250) 

(251) 
( 200 ) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

[Water, Sewer, Gas 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Site Imp{ 929) Demo( 50) 

[Anti terrorism Measures 

Other 


4,518 

(145) 

(100) 

(2,678) 

(979) 

(160) 

(456) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.43%) 

[TOTAL REQUEST 

State Share 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


18,059 

903 

18,962 

650 

19,612 

4,912 

14,700 

( 0 ) 


lo. Description of proposed construction A specially designed RC of reinforced concrete 
construction, concrete block units, concrete floors, and a build -up or single 
[membrane. A two story structure with mechanical and electrical equipment. 
Outside facilities include military and privately owned vehicle parking, 
fencing, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, exterior security lighting, 
[detached facility sign and flagpoles. Physical security measures will be 
incorporated into design including maximum feasible standoff distance from 
roads, parking areas and vehicle unloading areas, and bollards to prevent 
access when standoff cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving 
features will be incorporated into design, including energy management control 
system and high efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Demolish 1 
building at Caguas Readiness Center, Caguas, PR (TOTAL 1,562 m2/16,818 SF) and 
5 buildings at Gurabo Readiness Center, Gurabo, PR (TOTAL 1,352 m2/l4,548 SF) . 
[Air Conditioning (Estimated 654 kWr/186 Tons) . 


11 


PROJECT : 


REQ- 5,226 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

Construct a new 5226 SM (56248 sf) Readiness Facility and the 
infrastructure to support the facility. Location is on a 13 acres FIONA owned, 
PRARNG site on Gurabo. (Current Mission) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY 
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1 . COMPONENT 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gurabo Readiness Center 

Gurabo , Puerto Rico 



4. PROJECT TITLE 

READINESS CENTER 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

430803 





REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to house all of the HHC 190 EN BN, 


190TH FSC, and A 192 SPT CO. These units will have a required strength of 279 
personnel. The RC will provide the necessary administrative, training and 
storage areas required to achieve proficiency in requiring training tasks. The 
construction of this project will support the Army Campaign Plan, specifically 
with the of facilities and the modernization. Modern facilities will 
increase and improve the training that the Soldiers will receive. 

CURRENT SITUATION; All units considered are presently located in an 
inadequate facility. These facilities were constructed 1964 years ago and are 
inadequate to fully support these units due to the lack of adequate parking, 
storage and training area. The ISR rating for these facilities is RED. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units 's ability to meet its readiness, 

recruiting and retention, and training objectives will continue to be 
adversely affected if the personnel are not provide with the adequate 
facilities. Delays in the funding of this project will force the continued use 
of an inadequate and unsound facility and the present facility's deficiencies 
will continue to negatively impact troop readiness and morale. The lack of 
proper and adequate training, storage and administrative areas will will 
continue to impair the attainment of required mobilization readiness level. 
ADDITIONAL: Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 

development and construction of the project in accordance with Executive Order 
13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has been 
coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and no physical 
security measures are required. This project has been coordinated with the 
installation physical security plan. All required anti- terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. The facility will be available for use by 
other components . 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started FEB 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete JUN 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn F0RM , -> qlr , 

UNTIL EXHAUSTED UU 1 DEC 76 
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1. COMPONENT 

2, DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Gurabo Readiness Center 


Gurabo, Puerto Rico 


4 . PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 

430803 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e) : ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications l , 085 

(b) All Other Design Costs 615 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1,700 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($QQ( 

NONE 


CFMO Name: LTC Carlos Caez 
Phone Number: 787-289-1400 

nn FORM vjQip PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 

1 DEC UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATICN AND IOCATIC»J 
Canp Santiago Training Site 
Salinas, Puerto Rico 


INSNO= RQ577 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
1.22 


, FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF OTILIZATION 

Administration, logistical and operational activities for training x days/year. 


. OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVB INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARNG JUAN DIAZ, PR 15.00 miles Armory 

ARMS JUAN DIAZ (PORT ALL 17.00 miles Base 

ARMS OQAMD, PR 13.00 miles Armory 


1,958 

1,958 

1,958 


(21,077 SF) 
(21,077 SF) 
(21,077 SF) 


PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM : 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER 


SCOPE 

860 m2 (9,257 SF> 


COST DESIGN STATU S 
($000) START CMPL 
3,800 DEC 2011 SEP 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECO-MENDATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL OBSTRUCTION. 


27 JUL 2009 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

COD E PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ( $QQQ) 

MOOT Urban Assault Course 431 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 6,000 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 13 NOV 2009 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 


OFFICER ENLISTED 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMS 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Camp Santiago Training Site 
Salinas, Puerto Rico 

INa*> RQ577 


12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 



STRENGTH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

(CD ORD CD, ECO (RECAP) 

UIC TPSN MIDE/TDA 

WPY9AA 30911 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

44 14 


Assigned/Authorized: 31% 


1600th OD CD 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

3 

6 

0 

0 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POmJTICN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PREVIOUS EDmONS MAY BE IKED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTS) 


INTERNALLY 
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l.fXMPONENT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3.3NSTALLATICH AND LOCATION 

MTA Camp Santiago 
Salinas , Puerto Rico 


4, PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 










1^1 





9. COST ESTIMATES 


CM (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


(Readiness Center 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability /Energy Measures 
| Anti terrorism Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 
LS 
LS 
LS 

LS 


860 ( 


2, 561 
{2,361 
{50 
(50 
(50 
(50) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 

(Water, Sewer, Gas 

Steam And/Or Chilled Water Dist 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

Site Imp ( 200) Demo( ) 

(Antiterrorism Measures 

Other 


955 

{165 

(70) 

(50 

(239 

( 200 ) 

(133) 

(98) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONT INGENC Y (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.45%) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 

OFFSET DEMOLITION COST 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


3,516 

176 


3,692 

127 


3,819 

3,800 

20 

( 0 ) 


o .Description ot proposed construction A specially designed RC of reinforced concrete 

construction, concrete block units, concrete floors, and a build -up or single 
membrane. A two story structure with mechanical and electrical equipment. 
Outside facilities include military and privately owned vehicle parking, 
fencing, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, exterior security lighting, 
detached facility sign. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
design including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas 
and vehicle unloading areas, and bollards to prevent access when standoff 
cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy conserving features will be 
incorporated into design, including energy management control system and high 
efficiency motors, lighting, and HVAC systems. Demolish 2 buildings (TOTAL 379 
m2/4,080 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 109 kWr/31 Tons). 


• REQ: 860 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD: NONE 

3JECT : Construct a new 860 SM (9257 sf) Readiness Center Facility and the 
infrastructure to support the facility. Location is on federal owned, site on 
Camp. Santiago. (Current Mission) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
MTA Camp Santiago 
Salinas, Puerto Rico 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


READINESS CENTER 


5 . PROJECT NUMBER 


430806 


REQUIREMENT : This facility is required to house all of the 1600th EOD CO. 

This unit will have a required strength of 44 personnel . The Readiness Center 
will provide the necessary administrative, training and storage areas required 
to achieve proficiency in requiring training tasks . The construction of this 
project will support the Army Campaign Plan, specifically with the of 
facilities and the modernization. Modern facilities will increase and improve 
the training that the Soldiers will receive. 

CU RRENT SITUATION: This unit considered are presently located in an 


inadequate facility. These facilities were constructed at 1953 and are 
inadequate to fully support this unit due to the lack of adequate 
administrative , parking, storage and training area. The ISR rating for these 
facilities is RED. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units's ability to meet its readiness, 

recruiting and retention, and training objectives will continue to be 
adversely affected if the personnel are not provide with the adequate 
facilities. Delays in the funding of this project will force the continued use 
of an inadequate and unsound facility and the present facility's deficiencies 
will continue to negatively impact troop readiness and morale. The lack of 
[proper and adequate training, storage and administrative areas will will 
continue to impair the attainment of required mobilization readiness level. 

1 AD DITIONAL ; Sustainable principles will be integrated into the design, 


development and construction of this project in accordance with Executive 
Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti-terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
[only feasible option to meet the requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. This facility will be available for the 
use by other components. 


12 . 


SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started DEC 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 15 

(c) Date 35% Designed MAY 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete SEP 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 
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3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


MTA Camp Santiago 
Salinas, Puerto Rico 



1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 210 

(b) All Other Design Costs 119 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 329 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2015 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($oqq) 

NONE 


CFMO Name: LTC Carlos Caez 
Phone Number: 787-289-1400 

DD FORM 1391C PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY RE USED INTERNALLY 

1 DEC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 OTARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 

MTA-L Canp Williams- West FED 

INSNCte 49911 

TOST INDEX 

Riverton, Utah 



1.03 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Reservists : 7 nights/week. Full-Time Personnel : 7 days/week. 


6 . OTHER ACTIVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 

15 MILE RADIUS 




ARNG 

LEHI, UT 

7.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,524 m2 

(16,400 SF) 

1958 

ARMS 

DRAPER, UT 

9.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

29,756 m2 

(320,286 SF) 

1988 

ARNG 

AM FORK, UT 

13.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,065 m2 

(11,462 SF) 

1956 

ARNG 

WEST JORDAN, UT 

15.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

7,528 m2 

(81,036 SF) 

1993 

ARNG 

OREM, UT 

25.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

6,984 m2 

(75,178 SF) 

2000 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS 

PROGRAM: 





CATEGORY 




TOST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

START 

CMPL 

17120 

REGIONAL TRAINING 

INSTITUTE Ph2 10 

,918 m2 (117,518 SF) 

21,000 

DE!C 2011 

SEP 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RFXXMMEfdATICN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 1 7 NOV 2011 

FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION . THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE {Date) 

UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION . 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 

(Number of acres) 


10 . PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

POPE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ($ QQQ) 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 2,700 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND TOE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11- PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 21 NOV 2011 


PERMANENT 


G UARD/RESER VE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


ENL I STED 

77 

11 


TOTAL 

112 

107 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2. mTE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
MEA-L Carp Williams -Wfest FED 
Riverton, Utah 


INSKD= 49911 


12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

2/640 (GS) (BQ UTAH ARNG REG TNG) 
(B3 UTAH ARNG REG TNG) 


UIC 

W8FXJA2 


TPSN 

66751 

66751 


MIOE/TDA 

N3W8FQAA 

N3W8FQAA 


AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


0 

112 


112 


107 


♦UNITS THAT MUST TRAIN CN SAME ROTATION. * ♦VALUES 


Assigned/Authorized: 95% 
ON ART APPROVED LEVELS AT PEAK TRAINING TIMES. 


13. MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIEWENT > 30 FT 
FUEL TRUCK 
HET 
TOTALS 


AUTH ORIZED 

35 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

24 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTAIJATTGN AND LOCATION 
|MTA-L Camp Williams 
Riverton, Utah 


4. PROJECT TTR£ 


REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE Ph2 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

171 

490444 

21,000 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


j ITEM 


QUANTITY 

UNIT COST 

COST ($000) 





18,987 

Educational Facility 

m2 (SF) 

5,112 ( 55,024) 

1,642 

(8,391) 

Billets 

m2 (SF) 

4,505 ( 48,494) 

1,620 

(7, 298) 

Dining Fac 

m2 (SF) 

1,301 ( 14,000) 

1,642 

(2,135) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(359) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(359) 

Total from Continuation page 




(445) 





322 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(IS) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 


-- 

-- 

(13) 

Site Imp( 190) Demo ( ) 


-- 

__ 

(190) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

— 

(8) 

Other 

LS 



(96) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




19,309 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




965 

SUBTOTAL 




20,274 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.56%) 




722 

TOTAL REQUEST 




20, 996 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




21,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




(0) 


.Dencrtpc j.on of proposed construction Construction will consist of a three story- 

facility of permanent masonry concrete block, and concrete footings, 
foundations, and floors. A second will house additional barracks for troops 
training at the RTI facility. The building design will be compatible with the 
installation architectural theme of Phase I, which was 93,351 sf and 
constructed in 2007, and materials shall be harmonious with the existing 
permanent structures in the immediate visual zone. Antiterrorism/Force 
Protection measures will be incorporated into the design. Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 440 kWr/125 Tons) . 


11. REQ: 10,918 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT: A specially designed RTI Complex Facility to include a general 


administration, educational, and dining facility incorporated into the 
Education/General Administration building and Billeting space. There will also 
be a Multi Purpose Training Area incorporated into the project. All facilities 
will meet school house requirements for the Warrior Leader Course (WLC) and 
the new Enlisted Personnel Housing requirements . (Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT : To provide state of the art training facilities in support of 

the 640th Regional Training Institutes (RTI) mission to train a current 
student load of 560 soldiers in FY12 and beyond. Also required is to provide 


1391 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USEE 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 













1109 


1. COMPONENT 


ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
MTA-L Camp Williams 
Riverton, Utah 


|4. PROJECT TITLE 


REGIONAL TRAINING INSTITUTE Ph2 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 

Item UM (M/E) 

PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 


QUANTITY 


Unit 

COST 


[Anti terrorism Measures 
^Building Information Systems 


REQUIREMENT: (CONTINUED) 


LS 

LS 


Cost 

($ 000 ) 


(359) 

( 86 ) 


an adequate Dining Facility for the thru put of troops . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The 640th RTI is housed in 93,351 Square Feet (SF) of 

classroom, administrative, and billeting space. This is all severely 
inadequate for their student load and future projections. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The 640th is identified as one of three Army 


(National Guard (ARNG) locations scheduled to begin training Active Component 
(AC) -WLC, and standup Region G Field Artillery Training Battalion. In addition 
the 640th RTI has a National mission to teach a MOSQ transition course for MI 
specific MOSs (35F, Intelligence Analyst; 35L, Counter Intelligence Agent? and 
35M, Human Intelligence Collector) . If Phase II of the RTI Complex is not 
constructed in FY13 the ability for the 640th RTI to support current and 
programmed training will be extremely hindered if not impossible. 

ADDITIONAL: This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 


security plan. All required physical security measures and all AT/FP measures 
are included. Alternate methods of meeting this requirement have been explored 
during project development. This facility will aid in meeting the shortfalls 
currently experienced by the 640th RTI. This project has been coordinated with 
the installation physical security plan, and all physical security measures 
are included. All required anti-terrorism/force protection measures are 
included. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in evaluating 
this project. This project is the most cost-effective method to satisfy the 
requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installations and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 
[potential. Mission requirements, operational considerations, and location are 
incompatible with use by other components. 


12 . 


SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started . DEC 2011 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 35 

(c) Date 35% Designed. MAR 2012 

(d) Date Design Complete SEP 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARMS 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CmSTODCTTCN 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


4 . AREA CONSTRUCTION 

MTA-L Carp Williams- West FED 

INSN0= 49911 

COST INDEX 

Riverton, Utah 



1.03 


5. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assenfoly 3-4 tirres/rronth. 


6. OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 





AENG 

LEHI, UT 

7.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,524 

m2 

(16,400 SF) 

1958 

ARNG 

DRAPER, OT 

9.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

29, 756 

m 2 

(320,286 SF) 

1988 

ARNG 

AM FORK, UT 

13,00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,065 

m2 

(11,462 SF) 

1956 

ARNG 

WEST JORDAN, UT 

15.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

7,528 

m2 

(81,036 SP) 

1993 

ARNG 

OREM, UT 

25.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

6,984 

m2 

(75,178 SF) 

2000 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 







CATEGORY 




COST 

DESIGN STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

START 

CMPL 

72114 

BEQ Facility (Regional Training Institute) 7,151 m2 (76,976 SF) 

15,000 

JUN 2010 

APR 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECXM4ENDATTCN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY TOE STATE RESERVE FORCES 23 NO V 2010 

FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT IKE/ EXPANSION. TOE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE (Date) 

UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


9 . LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 

(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 

CATEGORY COST 

CODE PROJECT TITLE SCOPE ($000) 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION , AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 61 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN OMPLETED AND TOE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF TOE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 11 JAN 2010 


PERMANENT 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


TOTAL 

59 

55 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. 

COMPONENT 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

2. DATE 


ARNG 


MILITARY CX8JSTRUCTIC3N 

06 FEB 2012 

3. 

INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 




MIA-L Camp Williams -Vfest FED 

INSN0= 49911 



Riverton, Utah 




12 

RESERVE UNIT DATA 



STRENGTH 


UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC TPSN MTOE/TQA 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 


CAMP WG WILLIAMS {DET ARNG TRAINING SIT) 


Assigned/Authorized: 94% 


NOTE: AUTHORIZED AND ACTUAL STRENGTH WAS TAKEN FRCM TOE TOTAL AUTHORIZED AND ACTUAL STRENGTH FOR ALL OF 
THE Tm/MTOES FOR THE UTAH NATIONAL GUARD. 


13. MAJOR EQUTEMENT AND AIRCRAFT 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIEWENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HET 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


PAGE NO. 202 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


INTERNALLY 




1113 


l.GCMPCNENT 


MILITARY CDNSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FSB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND I.OCMTCN 

MTA-L Camp Williams 
Riverton, Utah 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

BEQ Facility 


5 . PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Aiith 

0505896A 

721 

490076 

* K>reI> 15,000 


U4 (M/E) 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


^Billeting Facility 
Energy Management Control Syste 
Sustainability/ Energy Measures 
Building Information Systems 


m2 (SF) 
LS 
LS 
LS 


7,151 { 


11,963 

(11,265) 

(226) 

(226) 

(246) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


Electric Service 
Water, Sewer, Gas 
Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 
Site Imp ( 1,197) Demo ( 180) 

Information Systems 


LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 

LS 


1,838 

(60) 

(60) 

(191) 

(1,377) 

(150) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.49%) 
TOTAL REQUEST 
TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 
INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


13,801 

690 

14,491 

506 


14,997 

15,000 

( 0 ) 


description ot proposed construction This project consists of a specially designed 
facility to provide housing for unaccompanied noncommissioned officers 
training for IDT/AT lodging. It will be constructed of a permanent, 
jmasonry-type construction with brick exterior, metal/shingle roof, and R-30 
Insulation. The facility will be at least 2 stories, possibly 3 based on land 
and cost. The rooms will a 1 + 1 with a shared latrine, the laundry and lounge 
areas will be designed to support the layout of the facility. Supporting 
facilities will include Privately Owned Vehicle (POV) parking, access roads, 
curb and gutter, sidewalks, exterior lighting, exterior fire protection and 
utilities as required. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
the design including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking 
areas, vehicle unloading areas; heavy landscaping, electronic door 
security/access system and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance 
cannot be maintained. Demolish 5 buildings (TOTAL 892 m2/9,600 SF) . Air 
Conditioning (Estimated 594 kWr/169 Tons) . 


11- REQ: 7,151 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD; NONE 

PROJ ECT : This project consists of a specially designed facility that will 


support the current mission to provide housing for unaccompanied 
inoncommissioned officers conducting IDT/AT training and any overflow 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

MTA-L Camp Williams 

Riverton, Utah 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

BEQ Facility 

(Regional Training Institute) 

490076 






PROJECT : ( CONTINUED) 

requirements of the 640th Regional Training Institute (RTI) . It will be 
constructed of a permanent, masonry-type construction with brick exterior, 
metal/shingle roof, and R-30 Insulation. It will be a 2 story, possibly 3 
story based on land and costs of construction, 1 1 room design with a shared 
latrine. Laundry and lounge areas will be designed to support the layout of 
the facility. Supporting facilities will include POV parking, access roads, 
curb and gutter, sidewalks, exterior lighting, exterior fire protection, and 
utilities as required. Physical security measures will be incorporated into 
the design. {Current Mission) 

REQUIREMENT ; Camp Williams (CW) has a current requirement to provide 756 BEQ 
bed spaces for soldiers training at CW. The current available bed space is 
220, which is a shortfall of 536 bed spaces. Of the 220 available beds, 55 
have an P2/Q1 rating. The remaining 165 beds are housed in 5 buildings, WWII 
wood frame, two story structures. They were moved onto CW in 1940 and 1942. 

The ISR Ratings for the 5 WWII structures are Black (F4/Q3) . The Modernization 
and systematic programmed replacement of existing BEQs will reduce the 
existing facility shortfalls in both quantity and quality that negatively 
impact readiness. This prioritized replacement will get rid of the worst 
first. With the increased use of CW as a Reserve Component (RC) pre to post 
mobilization training center, the need for safe and adequate barracks is 
required to provide trained and ready forces. CW training site currently has a 
significant training demand to support ARFORGEN and all of the associated 
arms. These arms of the TT PEG, II PEG, and the 640th RTI for the Western 
Region being conducted, all have barrack requirements that CW cannot sustain. 
The barracks at CW provide Pre Mobilization, Inactive Duty Training (IDT) and 
Annual Training (AT) as a critical part of the mission and training support. 
The BEQ will be built on state owned land and add 162 additional beds. Land 
acquisition for this project is not required. 

CURRENT SITUATION: CW has two hundred and twenty (220) bed spaces for E-6 

and above. Rooms are issued on a first come first serve basis. The breakout is 
as follows: five (5) are in a 1927 stick frame facility which does not meet 
current space criteria, the rooms share a gang shower /latrine in the middle of 
the facility, there is no fire suppression system, HVAC systems are 
inadequate; forty (40) are in two (2) each 1940 WWII stick frame facilities 
which do not meet current space criteria, the rooms share a gang 
shower/latrine in the middle of the facilities, there is no fire suppression 
system, HVAC uses the hallways for return/makeup air, and there is no sound 
barriers between the rooms; ninety (90) are in three (3) each 1942 WWII stick 
frame facilities which do not meet current space criteria, the rooms share a 
gang shower /latrine in the middle of the facilities, there is no fire 
suppression system, HVAC uses the hallways for return/makeup air, and there is 
no sound barriers between the rooms; five (5) are in a 1958 stick frame 
facility which does not meet current space criteria, there is no fire 
suppression system, and there is no sound barriers between the rooms, fifty 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY DD FORM 13 QIC 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 -DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

MTA-L Camp Williams 

Riverton, Utah 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

BEQ Facility (Regional Training Institute) 

490076 


CURRENT SITUATION; (CONTINUED) 

five (55) are in a 1987 brick facility which does not meet current space 
criteria; and twenty (20) are in a 2000 frame facility. The age of the 
structures, the condition of the electrical, heating and plumbing, present 
Life/Health/ Safety issues that require immediate correction. This construction 
of this new facility will correct the issues. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The ability of CW to provide the bed spaces for the 

units training at CW will continue to be affected. The soldiers that can not 
be housed at CW will either be provided a statement of non-availability for a 
hotel room off post or travel home for the evening. When senior staff, of the 
units training at CW, are not housed on post the availability and response 
time for after hour incidents is a concern for both the soldiers involved on 
post , but also the soldiers traveling from off post locations. Command and 
control, travel time, and funding become major training considerations. The 
travel time during night time hours create major Life/Health/and Safety (LHS) 
concerns for the soldiers housed of post LHS problems include but not limited 
to: Increased travel risk for soldiers billeted off -post, no fire suppression 
systems in current billets, HVAC uses the hallways for return/make-up air, and 
showers and latrines do not meet federally mandated ADA requirements. The 
ability of CW to support the Non-Commissioned Officers (NCOs) attending school 
at the 640th Regional Training Institute (RTI ) on CW will continue to affect 
school accreditation. 

ADDITIONAL: The project complies with the scope and design criteria of 
National Guard Pamphlet (NG Pam) 415-12 dated 1 June 2011 and Design Guide 
415-4. An economic analysis has been prepared and utilized in evaluating this 
project. Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored 
during project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet 
the requirement. This project has been coordinated with the installation 
physical security plan, and no physical security measures are required. All 
required anti- terrorism/force protection measures are included. Alternative 
methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during project 
development. This project is the only feasible option to meet the requirement. 
The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and Housing) 
certifies that this project has been considered for joint use potential. The 
facility will be available for use by other components. 


1 1 2 ■ SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started JUN 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 iqq 

(c) Date 35% Designed MAR 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete APR 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


FORM -1-5 0-1(1 PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 

DKC 76 UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

MTA-L Camp Williams 

Riverton, Utah 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

BEQ Facility (Regional Training Institute) 

490076 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 

(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 


(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 828 

(b) All Other Design Costs 469 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 1,297 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2013 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NONE 
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1. OPPONENT 

aeng 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY INSTRUCTION 


2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Gray Field FT. Lewis 
Tacoma, Washington 


INSN0= 53B65 


AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
1.19 


. FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/month. 


OTHER ACITVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 
ARNG Canp Murray, WA 1.00 miles Base 

ARNG Tacoma, WA 15.00 miles Armory 

ARNG Puyallup, WA 9.00 miles Armory 


6,984 

6,984 

6,984 


{75,178 SF) 
{75,178 SF) 
(75,178 SF) 


PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 READINESS CENTER 


SCOPE 

11,815 m2 (127,171 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 

($000) START CMPL 
35, 000 OCT 2010 OCT 2012 


, STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECCFMENDATTCN 
FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 


14 JUL 2010 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


COST 

( $000) 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 09 AUG 2010 


GUARD/RESERVE 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


OFFICER 

18 


ENLISTED 
26 


TOTAL 

451 

398 


159 

128 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

2. DATE 

ARMS 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

06 FEB 2012 

1 3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Gray Field FT. Lewis 

INSNC>= 53B65 


Tacoma, Washington 




12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 

UNIT DESIGNATION 
(DFT SPEC OPS DET, WA) 

(HHC , THEATER INFOR) 

CD A (BN GENERAL SUPPORT BA) 
(BN GENERAL SUPPORT BA) 

CD B (BN GENERAL SUPPORT BA) 
HHC (BN GENERAL SUPPORT BA) 
00 B (BN MI BN, LINGUIST (R) 


QIC 

W83XAA 

WY1UAA 

WY42A0 

WY42AA 

WY42B0 

WY42T0 

WYQOBO 


TPSN 

46711 

45301 

45301 

45301 

45301 

33404 


MIOE/TD& 

N3W83XAA 

53612GNG01 

5361501302 

536150*302 

536150*302 

34505ANG04 


AUTHORIZED 

36 

91 


ACTUAL 

36 


Assigned/Authorized: 88% 


13. MAJOR EQUIH4ENT AND AIRCRAFT 


TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIEWENT > 30 FT 

FUEL TRUCK 

HUT 

TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 

23 

15 

0 

0 

0 

o 


A CTUAL 

23 

15 

0 

0 

0 

0 


38 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($000) 

0 

0 

0 
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9 .COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 


QUAtWTlY 


COST ($000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




27,742 

Readiness Center 

m2 (SF) 

10,830 ( 116,571) 

2,027 

(21,956) 

SCIF 

m2 (SF) 

929.03 ( 10,000) 

2,906 

(2,700) 

Secure Conference Room 

m2 (SF) 

55.74 ( 600) 

2,153 

(120) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(521) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(521) 

Total from Continuation page 




(1,924) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




3,633 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

— 

(325) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(500) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(739) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(240) 

Site Imp ( 1,044) Demo{ ) 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(1,044) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(147) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(393) 

Other 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(245 ) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




31,375 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




1,569 

SUBTOTAL 




32,944 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (6.20%) 




2,043 

TOTAL REQUEST 




34,987 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




35,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


io. Description of proposed construction This facility is directly tied to the Army 

Campaign Plan the ARFORGEN model, and the Army Modernization Pillar. It is a 
specially designed Information Operations Readiness Center, multi-story, 
permanent masonry type construction, brick and concrete block units with 
standing seam roof or single membrane roofing system, concrete floors and 
mechanical , electrical , and telecommunications equipment with emergency 
generator backup. This facility will contain a Sensitive Compartmented 
Information Facility (SCIF) with its associated special power, grounding, 
telecommunications and physical security requirements IAW ICD 705-1, 705-2 and 
I CD/ICS Technical Specifications. Supporting facilities will include clearing 
and grubbing, site prep, weapons clearing area, military and privately owned 
vehicle parking, fencing, sidewalks, exterior fire protection, outside 
lighting, access roads, detached facility sign, utilities to include 
communications, anti -terrorism/ force protection measures to include stand off 
distances from roads and parking lots, berms, landscaping. Special security 
systems will be used to ensure compliance with SCIF physical security. Cost 
effective energy conserving facilities will be incorporated into the design to 
include energy managment control systems and high efficiency motors, lighting 
and HVAC systems. Sustainable design features will be included to meet 
established command goals, and LEED Silver Air Conditioning {Estimated 1,365 



INITSRNALLY 
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I . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gray Army Airfield Ft. Lewis 

Tacoma, Washington 



4 . PROJECT TITLE 


1 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 


530015 


9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 

Unit Cost 


Item 


UM (M/E) QUANTITY COST ($000) 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Antiterrorism Measures LS -- -- (549) 

Building Information Systems LS -- -- (1 , 375 ) 

Total 1,924 


DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION: (CONTINUED) 

kWr/388 Tons) . 

11. REQ: 11 , 815 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT ; This facility is directly tied to the Army Campaign Plan, the 
ARFORGEN model, and the Army Modernization Pillar. Construct a new 134,717 SF 
Readiness Center with a SCIF and infrastructure to support the facilty stated 
above. Location is on a 16 acre, federally licensed site on Fort Lewis 
Washington. (Current Mission) (New Mission) 

REQUIREMENT: This project will provide a 127,171 SF specially designed 

Readiness Center with a SCIF, to support the Theater Information Operations 
Group (TIOG) with one subordinate Battalion, one Military Intelligence Company 
and a Special Operations Detachment (SODPAC) of the Washington Army National 
Guard. The Information Operations (I/O) mission consists of providing 
full -spectrum I/O support, Intelligence and Intelligence analysis support. 
Computer Network Defense (CND) support, Computer Network Attack (CNA) training 
and OPFOR mission support to military organizations worldwide. The TIOG 
mission is to proactively assist vital cyber and telecommunications systems 
neccesary for military and Homeland Security operations. The new facility 
requires a SCIF to enable all unit personnel to perform mission essential 
tasks that will accomplish their missions and improve the units' readiness 
posture . The Information Operations units are located in three inadequate 
facilities and one marginal facility at Camp Murray. Three of the buildings 
are temporary or portable, cannot be economically renovated, and cannot meet 
the requirements for secure facilities. None of the facilties are equipped for 
the extensive information systems requirements. Building 54 on Camp Murray is 
overcrowded, and cannot be economically expanded to meet AT/FP, security and 
information systems needs. The Military Intelligence Company (MICO) is also 
housed in a severely inadequate facility that cannot meet the technical and 
security requirements for their mission. The MICO provides realtime Linguist 
and Translation support to DoD and other federal agencies including the 
Intelligence Community (IC) . There is no SCIF in the WAARNG to support these 
soldiers' real time mission. In addition the real time mission of the SODPAC, 
a subordinate unit of Special Operations Command- Pacific (SOCPAC)is housed in 
a cramped inadequate facility with no room to expand and which has difficulty 
in meeting classified work area security requirements. This unit is required 

"”7™^ .... PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY nn FO rm nQlr 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gray Army Airfield Ft. Lewis 

Tacoma, Washington 



14. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 


530015 






REQUIREMENT : ( CONTINUED ) 


to maintain classified contact on a daily basis with SOCPAC and its soldiers 
iare assigned to a SCIF on deployment. This new readiness Center with SCIF will 
lensure all three units are current and capable of operating and sustaining 
ioperations in the classified environment. Lack of a SCIF would severely impact 
these unit's mission, readiness and ability to support the GWOT and the DoD. 

: CURRENT SITUATION; The Information Operations (I/O) units are located in 

three inadequate facilities and one marginal facility at Camp Murray. Three of 
the buildings are temporary or portable, cannot be economically renovated, and 
cannot meet the requirements for secure facilities. None of the facilties are 
equipped for the extensive information systems requirements. Building 54 on 
Camp Murray is overcrowded, and cannot be economically expanded to meet AT/FP, 
security and information systems needs. The Military Intelligence Company 
(MICO)is also housed in a severely inadequate facility that cannot meet the 
technical and security requirements for their mission. The MICO provides 
realtime Linguist and Translation support to DoD and other federal agencies 
including the Intelligence Community (IC) . There is no SCIF in the WAARNG to 
support these soldiers' real time mission. In addition the real time mission 
of the SODPAC, a subordinate unit of Special Operations Command- Pacific 
{SOCPAC) is housed in a cramped inadequate facility with no room to expand and 
I which has difficulty in meeting classified work area security requirements. 

| This unit is required to maintain classified contact on a daily basis with 
SOCPAC and its soldiers are assigned to a SCIF on deployment . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units' ability to perform their missions will be 

adverseley affected. Their primary mission cannot be trained for nor 
accomplished outside a SCIF. Personnel will continue to operation from four 
disjunctive inadequate facilites which will further degrade their ability to 
[perform real-world missions to support the Global War on Terror and other 
critical missions. Lack of an integral SCIF and inadequate information systems 
infrastructure will continue to make maximized mission accomplishment nearly 
impossible. WAARNG Soldiers are being displaced from Fort Lewis SCIFs by 
[Active Duty units who have priority of tenancy. The inadequacies of their 
current facilities will continue to make it very difficult to obtain new 
soldiers, who are recruited from information technology segments of the 
civilian sector to perform the mission. The ability to meet readiness, 
training, recruting, and retention objectives will continue to suffer. 

| ADDITIONA L : Special Physical and Technical Security requirements IAW ICD 


705-1, 705-2 and ICD/ICS Technical Specifications, are required for the SCIF 
and the Readiness Center. This project has been coordinated with the 
installation physical security plan, and all physical security measures are 
included. All required anti- terrorism/ force protection measures are included. 
[Alternative methods of meeting this requirement have been explored during 
project development. This project is the only feasible option to meet the 
requirement. The Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and 
Housing) certifies that this project has been considered for joint use 


DD 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Gray Army Airfield Ft. Lewis 

Tacoma, Washington 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


| 5. PROJECT NUMBER 

READINESS CENTER 


530015 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

potential. The facility will be available for use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started . OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JUN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete OCT 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

{a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost <c) = (a)+{b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 1 , 883 

(b) All Other Design Costs 1, 067 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 2 , 940 

(e) In-house 10 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000 


CFMO Name: COL Duane Coffey 
Phone Number: 253-512-8486 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY ODNSIRUCTION 


3. INSTAUATICW AND LOCATION 

Logan IHSNO= 54A80 

Lagan, West Virginia 

5 . FREQUENCY AND TYPE OF UTTLIZATICW 

Administration 5 days/week, with 2-day training assembly 2-3 times/month. 


4. AREA CONSTRUCTION 


6. OTHER ACTIVE/ GUARD/RESERVE INSTMIATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


7, PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 
17180 Readiness Center 


5,519 m2 (59,401 SF) 


COST DESIGN STATUS 
($000) START CMPL 
14,200 OCT 2006 JUN 2012 


8. STATE GUARD/ RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD REO>WENDATTCN 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/ EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL CONSTRUCTION. 

9. LAND AOgUISITICN REQUIRED 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 


CODE PROJECT TITLE 


(Number of acres) 


DEFERRED SUSTAINMENT, RESTORATION , AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 0 

A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 29 JUL 2010 


TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 

TOTAL OFFICER ENLISTED 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. 


OCMPCNENT 

ARMS 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


2 . 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Logan INSNO= 54A80 

Logan, West Virginia 
12 . RESERVE UNIT DATA 


STRENGTH 


UNIT DESIGNATION 

UIC 

TPSN 

MIOE/TDA 

AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 

CO D DOT 2 (BN BRIGADE SUPPORT BN) 

WPJSD2 

12030 

63325GNGQ1 

16 

19 

(DOT LAW & ORDER DOT) 

WPPHAA 

31926 

19710ANG01 

45 

51 

TRP A (SQ RECONNAISSANCE SQU) 

WgNMAO 

12030 

17205C23G01 

82 

91 





143 

161 


Assigned/Authorized: 112% 


13. MAJOR BQUIEWENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 
FUEL TRUCK 
HOT 
TOTALS 


AUTHORIZED 


ACTUAL 


18 

5 

11 

0 

0 

0 

34 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUTION 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


($ 000 ) 

0 

0 

0 


PAGE NO. 214 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


DD 


FORM 
MAY 78 


1390S2 




1125 


1, COMPONENT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3.TNSTMJATI0N AND I-OCATICN 
Logan 

Logan, West Virginia 


4.H5COECT TITLE 


Readiness Center 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NCMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




ftuth 

0505896A 

171 

540075 

" H>rap 14,200 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


ITEM 

DM (M/E) 

QUANTITY 

UNIT COST 

COST {$000) 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




10,901 

Readiness Center 

m2 (SF) 

5,147 ( 55,401) 

1,884 

(9, 695) 

Controlled Waste 

m2 (SF) 

27.87 { 300) 

1,346 

(38) 

Unheated Storage 

m2 (SF) 

334.45 { 3,600) 

1,184 

(396) 

Flamable Materials Storage 

m2 (SF) 

9.29 ( 100) 

1,076 

(10) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(203) 

Total from Continuation page 




(559) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




3,398 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(195) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

__ 

-- 

(200) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(1,282) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 


-- 

(100) 

Site Imp ( 801) Demo( ) 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(801) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(150) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(255) 

Other 

LS 

— 

-- 

(415) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




14,299 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




715 

SUBTOTAL 




15,014 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (4.44%) 




667 

TOTAL REQUEST 




15,681 

Other Non-DoD Component Share 




1,500 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST 




14,181 

TOTAL FEDERAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




14,200 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


.10. Description of proposed construction A specially designed Readiness Center of permanent 
Imasonry type construction, with standing seam roof, concrete floors and 
mechanical and electrical equipment with emergency power generator backup. 
Supporting facilities will include MCOFT, maintenance, military vehicle 
parking and access roads, POV parking, recruiting office, security fencing, 
imotor pool lighting, loading ramp, flammable materials storage building, 
controlled waste handling facility, sidewalks, detached signage, and 
flagpoles. Extension of gas, electric, sewer, water, and communications 
futilities will be necessary. Actual foundation design will be determined 
| du ring design. Physical security measures will be incorporated into design 
including maximum feasible standoff distance from roads, parking areas, and 
vehicle loading areas using berms, heavy landscaping, and bollards to prevent 
access when standoff distance cannot be maintained. Cost effective energy 
conserving features will be incorporated into design and standard HVAC/MEP 
systems commissioning. Demolish 2 buildings at Monaville Readiness Center, 
Monaville, WV (TOTAL 1,947 m2/20,954 SF) and 3 buildings at Williamson 
Readiness Center, Williamson, WV (TOTAL 1,592 m2/l7,138 SF> . Air Conditioning 
(Estimated 605 kWr/172 Tons) . 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY 
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PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 

Sustainability /Energy Measures LS -- -- (203). 

Antiterrorism Measures LS -- -- (206) 

Building Information Systems LS -- -- (15Q ) 

Total 559 

11. REQ; 5,519 m2 ADQT: NONE SUBSTD : NONE 


PROJECT : This project supports Army Modular Force (AMF) transition as well as 
Army Campaign Plan. Construct a new 5,147 SM (55,401 SF) Readiness Center 
(which includes 7,500 SF of State Funded additional space) and the 
infrastructure to support this facility. Location is on state property. (New 
Mission under AMF) (New Mission) 

REQU IREMENT i The facility is required for training units which underwent 
recent MTOE changes which require larger facilities. Each of the current 
facilities are undersized for both the current and new missions, can not meet 
AT/FP standards, do not meet the training and administrative requirements, and 
lack the required parking and maintenance areas . 

CURRENT SITUATION: The current facilities are both in poor condition, do not 

meet current building size codes and criteria, are unable to expand through 
renovation and additions, and are grossly undersized to support the facilities 
missions. The existing facilities do not comply with the WV ARNG's Master Plan 
and Long Range Construction Plan. Current structures to not support readiness 
goals as established by Army guidance. 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The units' ability to meet its readiness, recruiting 

and retention, and training objectives will continue to be adversely affected 
if the personnel are not provided with the adequate facilities. Delays in the 
funding of this project will force the continued use of an inadequate and 
unsound facility and the present facility's deficiencies will continue to 
negatively impact troop readiness and morale. The lack of proper and adequate 
training, storage and administrative areas will continue to impair the 
attainment of required 

ADDITIONAL : This project has been coordinated with the installation physical 

security plan, and all physical security measures are included. The Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies that this 
project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility will be 
available for use by other components. All required anti-terrorism/f orce 
protection measures are included. Sustainable principles will be integrated 
into the design, development, and construction of the project in accordance 
with Executive Order 13423 and other applicable laws and Executive Orders. The 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Installation and Housing) certifies 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 -DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Logan 

Logan, West Virginia 



4. PROJECT TITLE 


5. PROJECT NUMBER j 

(Readiness Center 


540075 

ADDITIONAL: 

(CONTINUED) 




that this project has been considered for joint use potential. The facility 
will be available for use by other components. 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1} Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2006 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 95 

(c) Date 35% Designed FEB 2007 

(d) Date Design Complete JUN 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 858 

(b) All Other Design Costs 486 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract i , 344 

(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 


(5) Construction Start APR 2013 


(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


CFMO Name: LTC David Shafer 
Phone Number: 304-561-6539 
PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1. COMPONENT 
ARNG 


FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Wausau 

Wausau, Wisconsin 


INSNO= 55D85 


AREA CONSTRUCTION 
COST INDEX 
1.08 


. FREQUENCY A3® TYPE OF UTILIZATION 

Maintenance operations full tine 5 days/week and 1 weekend/nonth for IDT Units. 


6 . OTHER ACITVE/GUARD/RESERVE INSTALLATIONS WITHIN 15 MILE RADIUS 


ARNG 

Wausau, WI 

3.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

2,030 m2 

(21,853 SF) 

1961 

AR 

Brokaw, WI 

7.00 miles 

USAR Center 

2,030 m2 

(21,853 SF) 

2008 

ARNG 

Mosinee, WI 

16.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,508 m2 

(16,237 SF) 

1961 

ARNG 

Merrill, WI 

16.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,240 m2 

(13,351 SF) 

1953 

ARNG 

Antigo, WI 

34.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,207 m2 

(12,988 SF) 

1977 

ARNG 

Tomahawk, WI 

41.00 miles 

Readiness Center 

1,145 m2 

(12,327 SF) 

1961 

7. PROJECTS REQUESTED IN THIS PROGRAM: 






CATEGORY 




COST 

DESIGN 

STATUS 

CODE 

PROJECT TITLE 


SCOPE 

($000) 

SIART 

CMPL 

21407 

FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 

2,982 m2 (32,098 SF) 

10,000 

OCT 2010 

JUS! 2012 


STATE GUARD/RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES BOARD RECOMMENDATION 

FACILITIES IDENTIFIED IN ITEM #6 HAVE BEEN EXAMINED BY THE STATE RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES BOARD FOR POSSIBLE JOINT USE/EXPANSION. THE BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS ARE 
UNILATERAL COTSTRUCFION. 


03 NOV 2010 
(Date) 


9. LAND ACQUISITION REQUIRED 
None 


(Number of acres) 


10. PROJECTS PLANNED IN NEXT FOUR YEARS 
CATEGORY 

CODE PROJECT TITLE 

NONE 

DEFERRED SUSTMMXENT, RESTORATION, AND MODERNIZATION (SRM) : 


A SITE SURVEY HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND THE SITE IS SUITABLE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AT 
THE ESTIMATED COST INDICATED. 


COST 

($000) 


11. PERSONNEL STRENGTH AS OF 09 AU3 2011 


OFFICER ENLISTED CIVILIAN 


GUARD/RESERVE 


OFFICER ENLISTED 


AUTHORIZED 

ACTUAL 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
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1. COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 GUARD AND RESERVE 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Wausau 

Wausau, Wisconsin 

INSNO= 55D85 


12. RESERVE UNIT DATA 



STRENGIH 

UNIT DESIGNATION 

ENS 13 (BQP WI ARNG FID MAINT) 

UIC TPSN MTOE/TDA 

W8T809 56301 

AUTHORIZED ACTUAL 

8 7 


Assigned/Authorized: 87% 


13 . MAJOR EQUIPMENT AND AIRCRAFT 

TYPE 

WHEELED 

TRAILERS 

TRACKED 

EQUIPMENT > 30 FT 
FUEL TRUCK 
HEX 
TOTALS 


AUIBORIZED 

104 


14 . OUTSTANDING POLLUTION AND SAFETY DEFICIENCIES 

A. AIR POLLUITCN 

B. WATER POLLUTION 

C. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


{$000) 


0 

875 
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l.CtMPCMEWT 

ARNG 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTM1ATICN AND LOCATION 

Wausau 

Wausau, Wisconsin 


4 .PROJECT TITLE 


FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Autfc 

0505896A 

214 

550142 

**** 10,000 


ITEM 


QUANTITY 


COST {$000} 

PRIMARY FACILITY 




6,686 

Unheated Encl/Shed-TP Vhcl Strg 

m2 (SF) 

689.90 ( 7,426) 

1,130 

(780) 

Control Waste Handling Facility 

m2 (SF) 

130.06 ( 1,400) 

398.28 

(52) 

Maintenance Shop 

on 2 (SF) 

2,292 ( 24,672) 

2,325 

(5,329) 

Energy Management Control Syste 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(123! 

Sustainability/ Energy Measures 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(123) 

Total from Continuation page 




(279) 

SUPPORTING FACILITIES 




2,517 

Electric Service 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(287) 

Water, Sewer, Gas 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(180) 

Paving, Walks, Curbs & Gutters 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(621) 

Storm Drainage 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(25) 

Site Imp( 664) Demo( ) 

LS 

__ 

__ 

(664) 

Information Systems 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(289) 

Antiterrorism Measures 

LS 

-- 

-- 

(175) 

Other 

LS 

-- 

__ 

(276) 

ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 




9,203 

CONTINGENCY (5.00%) 




460 

SUBTOTAL 




9,663 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (3.43%) 




331 

TOTAL REQUEST 




9,994 

TOTAL REQUEST (ROUNDED) 




10,000 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 




0 


io. D escription oc Proposed Construction A maintenance facility with two general purpose 
and two special purpose workbays, plus administrative, personnel, and work 
areas. Constructed of masonry block with brick veneer, concrete floors, 
masonry block partitions with a built-up or single membrane roofing system. 
Supporting facilities include military and privately owned vehicle parking, 
fencing, fuel storage and dispensing system, load ramp, control waste handling 
facility, sidewalks, outside lighting, and access roads. Physical security 
measures will be incorporated into design including maximum feasible standoff 
distance from roads, parking areas, and vehicle unloading areas, berms, heavy- 
landscaping, and bollards to prevent access when standoff distance cannot be 
maintained. Demolish 1 building at Wausau Field Maintenance Shop 13, Wausau, 

WI (TOTAL 531 m2/5,718 SF) . Air Conditioning (Estimated 102 kWr/29 Tons). 


11- REQ: 2,982 m2 ADQT : NONE SUBSTD : NONE 

PROJECT : Construct a new maintenance facility that will provide adequate 
space to maintain and repair military vehicles and equipment belonging to 
units supported by this shop. This project will be constructed on 48 acres of 
state owned land contiguous with the site of a future W I ARNG Readiness Center. 
(Current Mission) (Current Mission) 


raw 


1391 
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1. COMPONENT 

FY 2013 

ARNG 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2. DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Wausau 

Wausau, Wisconsin 




4. PROJECT TITLE 

FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 

550142 






9. COST ESTIMATES (CONTINUED) 


DM (M/E) 


Unit 

COST 


PRIMARY FACILITY (CONTINUED) 


jAnti terrorism Measures LS 

Building Information. Systems LS 


Cost 

($ 000 ) 


(126 ! 
(153! 


REQUIREMENT : This project meets three of the five MILCON pillars: 

Transformation, Modernization, and Strategic Readiness. Transformation: All of 
the units supported by FMS #13 have gone through the transformation process 
since 2006. The following units are supported by FMS #13: Headquarters & 
Headquarters Company (-) Brigade Special Troops Battalion 32nd IBCT, 

Detachment 1 Headquarters & Headquarters Company Brigade Special Troops 
Battalion 32nd IBCT, Company C Brigade Special Troops Battalion (Signal) 32nd 
IBCT, 273rd Sapper Company (724th Engineering Battalion) , 951st Sapper Company 
(724th Engineering Battalion) . Modernization: The existing facility used by 
the ARNG was constructed in 1960. Due to the age, configuration and 
deterioration of the existing facility, quantifiable and credible facility 
shortfalls such as undersized utilities, structural problems, and limited IT 
infrastructure exist. Strategic Readiness: The continued use of the existing 
facility will adversely affect the ability of the supported units to achieve a 
minimum readiness rating. As a result, the overall readiness of the National 
Guard could also be affected. A facility requirement of 32,098 SF is needed to 
provide a safe and efficient work environment in which maintenance at the 
organizational level can be performed on vehicles assigned to the units which 
will be supported by this maintenance shop. 

CURRENT SITUATION: Constructed in 1960, the 5,718 SF Field Maintenance Shop 


(FMS) is collocated with a Readiness Center on 4 acre site in a high-density 
residential and commercial area of Wausau. In 2011, the existing Field 
Maintenance Shop received an ISR Quality rating of AMBER and a Mission 
rating of BLACK . At only 23% of the authorized space allowance per NG 
Pam 415-12 (dated 30 April 2007) the existing FMS provides an limited amount 
of space for offices, locker room, parts/supply room, and four vehicle work 
jbays. Of the four vehicle maintenance bays, there's (One) 1,440 SF 
drive-through bay, (Two) 745 SF non drive-through bays and (One) 700 SF non 
drive-through bay. Deficiencies of this structure include a lack of space for 
supply parts and the restricted size (width and height) of the four vehicle 
work bays. The size of the work bays limits the types of vehicles that can be 
repaired inside the facility. Modern w I ARNG vehicles, such as heavy expanded 
mobility tactical trucks (HEMTTs) and 5-ton wreckers, area required to have 
all maintenance work performed outside. Additional deficiencies include: the 
need of a portable lifting device for heavy overhead lifting, the existence of 
substandard vehicle exhaust ventilation, vehicle batteries are stored in the 
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1 . COMPONENT 

ARNG 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Wausau 

Wausau, Wisconsin 

1 4. PROJECT TITLE 



5 . PROJECT NUMBER 




550142 | 



CURRENT SITUATION: (CONTINUED) 

corner of the supply room, workstations located within six feet of the 
buildings air compressor and bulk oil barrels that are located on an elevated 
platform are all factors that jeopardize employees. There is one toilet 
fixture, one sink, and one prefab shower stall that are shared by both male 
and female employees. The locker room is of such size that some employees are 
forced to place their lockers out in the equipment maintenance areas. The lack 
of adequate personal hygiene facilities is a Wisconsin Building Code violation 
and a serious health issue. The existing heating system is old and is not 
energy efficient. Temporary parts storage containers are located away from the 
main building and beginning to leak during inclement weather. These remote 
containers degrade worker efficiency, and their deterioration makes new repair 
parts susceptible to damage from the elements. Unpaved parking areas have 
deteriorated from erosion and are overgrown with weeds. Do to the size, shape 
and location of the current site, none of the Anti -Terror ism Force Protect 
(ATFP) standards can be met. This facility is not in compliance with 
provisions of the Occupational Safety & Health Act (OSHA) and the Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) . 

IMPACT IF NOT PROVIDED: The federal government will continue to risk 

employee health and safety if this facility is not replaced. Space 
deficiencies will continue to negatively impact worker productivity, 
efficiency, and morale. The substandard vehicle exhaust ventilation system 
will continue to affect the heath of employees during vehicle run-up. Vehicle 
batteries will continue to be stored in an open storage area not meeting any 
of the requirements and safety requirements of DG 415-2 and TM 9-6140-200-14. 
Maintenance operations continue to be conducted under inadequate lighting 
conditions. Personnel will continue to work at work stations within six feet 
of the buildings air compressor. Service bay egress aisles will continue to be 
reduced in width by the lack of storage space for large tools and equipment 
out side of the service bays. Employees will continue to endanger themselves 
while changing out bulk oil barrels that are located on an elevated platform. 
Failure to replace this facility will continue to impair the organizations 
ability to support assigned units and attain the required level of 
mobilization readiness. Because there is no fire suppression or alarm system, 
continued use of the substandard shop causes an increased risk of damage to 
state and federal property. Existing Occupational Safety & Health Act (OSHA) 
and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) violations will not be corrected if 
this project does not proceed. 

ADDITIONAL: This project complies with the scope and design criteria of 
National Guard Pamphlet 415-12 dated 30 April 2007 and Logistics Facilities 
Design Guide 415-2 dated 1 June 2011. The most similar DoD standards for 
logistics facility construction do not address all of the current criteria 
incorporated in the Army National Guard Field Maintenance Shop (FMS) design 
and thus do not yield accurate cost estimates. Therefore, state historical 
costs for construction of like facilities were used to develop baseline unit 
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1. COMPONENT 

2 .DATE 

PY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Wausau 


Wausau, Wisconsin 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

PI ELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 

550142 


ADDITIONAL: (CONTINUED) 

cost and were adjusted for size, fiscal year and location. This project has 
been coordinated with the installation physical security plan, and all 
physical security measures are included. All required anti -terrorism/force 
protection measures are included. Alternative methods of meeting this 
requirement have been explored during project development. This project is the 
only feasible option to meet the requirement . The Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations and Housing) certifies that this project has been 
considered for joint use potential. Mission requirements, operational 
considerations, and location are incompatible with use by other components. 


1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started OCT 2010 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 65 

(c) Date 35% Designed JAN 2011 

(d) Date Design Complete JUN 2012 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs NO 

(f) Type of Design Contract: Design-bid-build 


(g) An energy study and life cycle cost analysis will be 
documented during the final design. 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): ($000) 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 552 

(b) All Other Design Costs 313 

(c) Total Design Cost 0 

(d) Contract 865 

(e) In-house 

(4) Construction Contract Award OCT 2012 

(5) Construction Start DEC 2012 

(6) Construction Completion OCT 2014 
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I. COMPONENT 

2. DATE 

FY 2013 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 

ARNG 

06 FEB 2012 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 


Wausau 


Wausau, Wisconsin 


4. PROJECT TITLE 

5. PROJECT NUMBER 

FIELD MAINTENANCE SHOP 

550142 


12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (CONTINUED) 

B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations: 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appropriation Or Requested ($000) 

NA 


DD 


CFMO Name : LTC Daniel Pulvermacher 
Phone Number: 608-242-3365 

PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 


PAGE NO. 225 




1135 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


ARNG 

3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 
Minor Construction 
Worldwide Various 

5 . PROGRAM ELEMENT ITTc 


Q6 FEB 2012 


6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

000 



Unspecified Minor Construction 

CT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST {$000) 

Auth 

Approp i r 


ITEM U£ 

PRIMARY FACILITY 

Unspecified Minor Construction LS 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


UM {M/E) 



COST ($000) 


15,057 

(15,057) 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (.00 %) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (.00 %) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

INSTALLED EQT-OTHER APPROP 


10, Description of Proposed Construction 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 

A. Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 

(c) Date 35% Designed 

(d) Date Design Complete 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 

(f) Type of Design Contract: 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 


15,057 

0 

15, 057 

0 

15,057 

( 0 ) 


Total Design Cost <c) = (a) + (b) OR (d)+(e): 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications. 

(b) All Other Design Costs 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 


DD , *’orm 1391 
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FY 2013 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Minor Construction 
Worldwide Various 


Unspecified Minor Construction 


06 FEB 2012 


5. PROJECT NUMBER 


12, SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 
(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award. 


(5) Construction Start. 


(6) Construction Completion. 


B. Equipment associated with this project which will be provided from 
other appropriations : 

Fiscal Year 

Equipment Procuring Appropriated Cost 

Nomenclature Appr opr i a t i on Or Requested ($000) 
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1 . COMPONENT 


ARNG 


FY 2013 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA 


2 .DATE 

06 FEB 2012 


3 . INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 

Planning and Design 
(Worldwide Various 


4. PROJECT TITLE 


Planning and Design 


5. PROGRAM ELEMENT 

6. CATEGORY CODE 

7. PROJECT NUMBER 

8. PROJECT COST ($000) 




Auth 

0505896A 

000 


»ppr°p 26,622 


9. COST ESTIMATES 


PRIMARY FACILITY 


Planning and Design 


26, 622 
(26,622) 


SUPPORTING FACILITIES 


ESTIMATED CONTRACT COST 
CONTINGENCY (.00 %) 

SUBTOTAL 

SUPV, INSP & OVERHEAD (.00 %) 

TOTAL REQUEST 

INSTALLED EQT- OTHER APPROP 


26,622 
0 


26,622 
0 


26,622 

( 0 ) 


.Description of Proponed Construction 

12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: 


Estimated Design Data: 

(1) Status: 

(a) Date Design Started 

(b) Percent Complete As Of January 2012 

(c) Date 35% Designed 

(d) Date Design Complete 

(e) Parametric Cost Estimating Used to Develop Costs 

(f) Type of Design Contract: 

(2) Basis: 

(a) Standard or Definitive Design: NO 

(3) Total Design Cost (c) = (a)+(b) OR (d)+(e): 

(a) Production of Plans and Specifications 

(b) All Other Design Costs 

(c) Total Design Cost 

(d) Contract 


($ 000 ) 


PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY 
UNTIL EXHAUSTED 
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1 12. SUPPLEMENTAL DATA: (Continued) 

A. Estimated Design Data: (Continued) 
(e) In-house 


(4) Construction Contract Award 

(5) Construction Start 

(6) Construction Completion.... 
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